Monday 

September  22,  1980 


Highlights 


Cumulative  List  of  Public  Laws— The  second  list  of  public 

laws  for  the  second  session  of  the  96th  Congress  can  be 

found  in  the  Reader  Aids  section  of  this  issue. 

62779  Financial  assistance  to  Nicaragua  Presidential 
determination 

62781  Constantino  Brumidi  Day  Presidential 
proclamation 

62864  Grant  Programs— Arms  Control  U.S.  Arms 
Control  and  Disarmament  Agency  will  conduct 
competition  in  1981  for  one  year  Hubert  H. 
Humphrey  Fellowships  in  arms  control  and 
disarmament;  apply  by  3-16-81 

62797  Taxes  HUD  conforms  regulations  on  Section  8 
housing  assistance  for  new  construction  and 
substantial  rehabilitation;  effective  11-21-80 

62944  Grant  Program  Justice/NIJ  announces  competitive 
Graduate  Research  Fellowship  Program  to  be 
awarded  to  doctoral  candidates;  apply  by  11-1-80 
first  cycle,  apply  by  3-2-81  second  cycle 

62848  Taxes  Treasury/IRS  provides  public  with 

guidance  needed  to  comply  with  Tax  Reform  Acts 
and  afifects  common  trust  funds  and  their 
participants;  comments  by  11-21-80 


CONTINUED  mSiOC 
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amended;  44  U.S.C.  Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the 
Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I). 
Distribution  is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making 
available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued  by 
Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and 
Executive  Orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having  general 
applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be 
published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the 
issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers, 
free  of  postage,  for  $75.00  per  year,  or  $45.00  for  six  months, 
payable  in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  $1.00 
for  each  issue,  or  $1.00  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually 
bound.  Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed 
to  the  telephone  numbers  listed  under  INFORMATION  AND 
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Highlights 


62859  Education  ED  proposes  implementation  of  the 
Law-Related  Education  Act  of  1978;  comments  by 
11-21-80 

62958  Education  VA  request  comments  by  10-23-80 

regarding  whether  a  school  should  be  held  liable  for 
overpayment  of  educational  assistance  allowance 

62856  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education  ED 

proposes  rules  to  encourage  and  assist  State,  local 
and  private  educational  agencies  to  establish 
programs  in  whii^  arts  are  an  integral  part  of 
elementary  and  secondary  curricula;  comments  by 
11-21-80 

62789  Nuclear  Power  Plants  and  Reactors  NRC  amends 
regulations  regarding  primary  reactor  containment 
leakage  testing  for  water-cooled  power  reactors; 
effective  10-22-80 

62944  Grant  Programs— Law  Enforcement  Justice/ 
LEAA  gives  notice  of  reduction  of  match 
requirement  for  selected  National  Priority  Programs 

62851  Air  Pollution  EPA  reopens  comment  period  to 
10-22-80  on  evaporation  emission  standard  and  test 
procedure  for  gasoline-fueled  heavy-duty  vehicles 

62954  Customs  Treasury/CS  publishes  guidelines  for 
establishment  of  mitigation  of  claims  for  monetary 
penalties;  comments  by  11-21-80 

62800  Environmental  Protection  VA  establishes  policies 
and  procedures  to  supplement  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  regulations  for  implementing 
the  procedural  provisions  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act;  effective  9-17-80 

62850  Construction  Moratorium  EPA  proposes  statutory 
restriction  on  new  sources  under  certain 
circumstances  for  nonattainment  areas;  comments 
by  10-14-80 

62785  Feed  Grains,  Upland  Cotton  and  Wheat  USDA/ 
ASCS  updates  provisions  for  1980  crop  year; 
effective  9-22-80 

62852  Pesticides  EPA  publishes  proposal  designed  to 
authorize  States  to  issue  registrations  for  pesticides 
to  meet  “special  local  need” 

62795  Housing  HUD/FHC  publishes  interim  rule 

regarding  eligibility  of  cooperative  housing  units 
and  existing  condominium  units;  effective  11-20-80 

Privacy  Act  Documents 

62871-  DOD 

62879 

62879  NRC 

62963  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 
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62779 

62681 

62787 

62785 

62785 


62783 

62864 

62874 

62869 

62869 

62905 

62868 

62868 

62868 

62864 


The  President 

ADMINISTRATIVE  ORDERS 

Nicaragua,  financial  assistance  (Presidential 
Determination  No.  80-26  of  September  26, 1980) 
PROCLAMATIONS 

Constantino  Brumidi  Day  (Proc,  4794) 

Executive  Agencies 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
RULES 

Milk  marketing  orders: 

Iowa 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service 

RULES 

Feed  grain,  upland  cotton  and  wheat  programs; 
1980  crop  year  updates 

Naval  stores  conservation;  deletion  of  regulations 

Agriculture  Department 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing  SOTvioe; 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Ccmservation 
Service;  Commodity  Credit  Corporaticm. 

RULES 

Authority  delegations  by  Secretary  and  General 
officers: 

Economics,  Policy  Analysis  and  Budget,  Director, 
et  al.;  transfer  of  responsibility  for  cooperatives 
programs,  etc. 

Arms  Control  and  Disarmament  Agency 

NOTICES 

Hubert  H.  Humphrey  Fellowship  competition 

Army  Department 
NOTICES 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Census  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Agriculture  Statistics  Advisory  Committee 
Black  Population  1980,  Census  Advisory 
Committee 

Center  for  Disease  Control 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Immunization  Practices  Advisory  Committee 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  foreign  air  carrier  permits 
Hearings,  etc.: 

Air  Illinois,  Inc. 

Las  Vegas-Boston  show  cause  proceeding 
Tiger  International-Seaboard  World  Airlines 
acquisition  case 


Coast  Guard 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62949  Coast  Guard  Academy  Advisory  Committee 

62949  Ship  Structure  Committee 

Commerce  Department 

See  Census  Bureau;  International  Trade 
Administration;  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
RULES 

Loan  and  purchase  programs: 

62788  Barley;  correction 

62788  Com;  correction 

62788  Oats;  correction 

62789  Sorghum;  correction 

62789  Wheat;  correction 

Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

62787  Futwes  commission  merchants;  miirimum  financial 
and  reporting  requirements;  extensicm  of  tune 

Customs  Service 

NOTICES 

62954  Mitigation  of  claims  for  monetary  penalties 

assessed;  guidelines  for  establishment;  inquiry 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Army  Department,  Defense  Nuclear 
Agency;  Engineers  Corps;  Navy  Department. 
NOTICES 

62879  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Defense  Nuclear  Agency 

NOTICES 

62871  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

62884  Point  Landing,  Inc. 

Education  Department 

PROPOSED  RULES 

62856  Arts  in  education  program 
62859  Law-related  education  program 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

62881  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  National  Advisory 

Council 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission;  Hearings 
and  Appeals  OBice,  Energy  Department. 

NOTICES 

International  atomic  energy  agreements;  civil  uses; 
subsequent  arrangements: 

62883  European  Atomic  Energy  Community 
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62882 

62883 

62882 


62874 


62804- 

62807 

62810 

62811 

62814 

62815 

62816 


62821 


62851 


62851 


62850 


62850 

62852 


62901 
62899, 

62902 
62896 
62900 

62895, 

62897, 

62898 


62963 


62790 

62790 

62791 

62792 

62793 
62793 


Japan 

Taiwan 

Remedial  orders: 

Atlantic  Richfleld  Co. 

Engineers  Corps 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements:  availability,  etc.: 

Tug  Fork  Valley,  W.Va.,  Ky.,  and  Va.;  flood 
damage  reduction  plan 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

Illinois  (2  documents) 

Kentucky 
Missouri 
New  Hampshire 
Ohio 

Air  quality  planning  purposes;  designation  of  areas: 
Missouri 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities;  tolerances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 
Phenosulfonic  acid-formaldehyde-urea 
condensate 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  pollution  control;  new  motor  vehicles  and 
engines: 

Evaporative  emission  standards,  certification  and 
test  procedures;  gasoline-fueled  heavy-duty 
vehicles,  1983  and  later  model  years;  extension 
of  time 

Importation;  extension  of  time  and  hearing 
Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation; 

State  plans;  nonattainment  areas,  statutory 
restrictions  on  construction  of  new  sources 
Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

Missouri 

Pesticide  programs: 

State  registration  to  meet  “special  local  need” 
NOTICES 

Pesticides;  emergency  exemption  applications: 
Acephate 

Ethyl  parathion  (2  documents) 

Fenthion  and  malathion 
Permethrin 

Toxic  and  hazardous  substances  control: 
Premanufacture  notices  receipts  (3  documents) 


Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission 
NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Beech 

Fokker 

Jet  Electronics  and  Technology,  Inc. 

McDonnell  Douglas 

Piper 

Sikorsky 


62794  Transition  areas 

62795  VOR  Federal  airways 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Rulemaking  petitions; 

62837  General  Aviation  Manufacturers  Association 

62838  Hawkins  &  Powers  Aviation,  Inc. 

62839  Terminal  control  areas 
62847  Transition  areas 

NOTICES. 

62951  Aviation  energy  conservation  policy;  inquiry 
62950  Exemption  petitions;  summary  and  disposition 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

RULES 

Flood  elevation  determinations: 

62823  Alabama  et  al. 

62823  New  York 

Flood  insurance;  special  hazard  areas: 

62824  Alabama  et  al. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Flood  elevation  determinations: 

62853  Kentucky 

62853,  North  Carolina  (2  documents) 

62854 

62854  Pennsylvania 

62855  Tennessee  (2  documents) 

NOTICES 

Disaster  and  emergency  areas: 

62903  Michigan 

62903  Ohio 

Radiological  emergency;  State  plans: 

62902  Colorado 

62903  Tennessee 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

62885  Central  Vermont  Public  Service  Corp. 

62885  Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Co. 

62885,  Georgia  Power  Co.  (2  documents) 

62886 

62886  Independent  Oil  &  Gas  Association  of  West 

Virginia 

62888  Indianapolis  Power  &  Light  Co. 

62888  Ohio  Power  Co. 

62888  Pownal  Terming  Co. 

62889  Public  Service  Co.  of  Colorado 

62890  Public  Service  Co.  of  Oklahoma 

62892  San  Juan  Suburban  Water  District 

62892  Schneider  Lift  Translator  Corp. 

62892  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

62892  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

62893  Union  Oil  Co.  of  Calif.,  et  al. 

62893  Water  Power  Development  Corp.  (2  documents) 

62894  Windsor  Lock  Canal  Co.  et  al. 

Meetings: 

62885  Revision  of  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 

Advisory  Committee 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

NOTICES 

62963  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Federal  Housing  Commissioner— Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 

RULES 

Minimum  property  standards: 

62795  Thermal  requirements;  one  and  two  family 
dwellings;  modiflcations;  correction 
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Mortgage  and  loan  insurance  programs: 

62795  Home  ownership  and  project  rehabilitation 
assistance;  displaced  families  and  families 
acquiring  coorperative  housing  association 
membership 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

NOTICES 

Energy  and  environmental  statements;  availability, 

etc.: 

62904  Port  of  Oakland  and  Marine  Terminals  Corp.; 
docking  and  mooring  of  vessels 

62963  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service 

RULES 

62798  Mediation  assistance  in  Federal  service 


Federal  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

62904  Pawnee  Bancshares,  Inc.  (2  documents) 

62964  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Fiscal  Service 

NOTICES 

Surety  companies  acceptable  on  Federal  bonds: 
62958  Eastern  Indemnity  Co.  of  Maryland 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

NOTICES 

62911  Endangered  and  threatened  species  permits; 
applications 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

62911  Parker  River  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Mass.; 
master  plan  and  meetings 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

NOTICES 

Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 

62905  Regional  Operations  Executive  Director  and  Held 
organizations,  relationship;  list 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

See  Education  Department;  Health  and  Human 
Services  Department. 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  also  Center  for  Disease  Control;  Food  and 
Drug  Administration;  Public  Health  Service. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62905  Women,  Rights  and  Responsibilites,  Secretary’s 
Advisory  Committee 

Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 
62909  Public  Health  Service;  primary  care  research  and 
demonstration  projects 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception: 

62883,  Decisions  and  orders  (2  documents) 

62894 


Historic  Preservation,  Advisory  Council 
NOTICES 

Historic  and  cultural  properties: 

62864  California  Desert  Conservation  Area; 
memorandum  of  agreement 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 

See  also  Federal  Housing  Commissioner — Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing. 

RULES 

Low  income  housing: 

62797  Housing  assistance  payments  program  for  new 
construction  and  substantial  rehabilitation 
(Section  8);  tax  exemptions 

Interior  Department 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service:  Land 
Management  Bureau. 

NOTICES 

Authority  delegations: 

62912  National  Park  Service,  Director 

Meetings: 

62912  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Income  tax: 

62848  Common  trust  funds 

International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Scientific  articles;  duty  free  entry: 

62870  John  Hopkins  University 

62870  Sandia  Laboratories 

62870  University  of  Tennessee 

62871  University  of  Texas  at  Dallas 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

RULES 

Railroad  car  service  orders;  various  companies: 
62822  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Co. 

Tariffs  and  schedules: 

62822  Rates  or  fares  covering  new  operating  authority; 

rescission 
NOTICES 

62943  Long  and  short  haul  applications  for  relief 
Motor  carriers: 

62912  Fuel  costs  recovery,  expedited  procedures 

62943  Permanent  authority  applications;  correction 

62913  Temporary  authority  applications 

Railroad  operation,  acquisition,  construction,  etc.: 
^62943  Indiana  Interstate  Railway  Co.,  Inc. 

Justice  Assistance,  Research  and  Statistics 
Office 

NOTICES 

62944  National  priority  and  discretionary  programs 
announcements 

Justice  Department 

See  also  Justice  Assistance,  Research  and  Statistics 
Office;  Justice  Statistics  Bureau;  Law  Enforcement 
Assistance  Administration;  National  Institute  of 
Justice. 

NOTICES 

Pollution  control;  consent  judgments: 

62943  Loewengart  and  Co.,  Inc. 
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Justice  Statistics  Bureau 

Notices 

62944  National  priority  and  discretionary  programs 
announcements 

Land  Management  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 
62909  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Kodiak;  oil  and  gas 
leasing;  nominations  and  inquiry 
Management  framework  plans,  review  and 
supplement,  etc.: 

62909  Minnesota 

Meetings: 

62911  Coeur  d’Alene  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory 

Council 

62911  Socorro  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

-  Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 
NOTICES 

62944  National  priority  and  discretionary  programs 
announcements 

National  Credit  Union  Administration 
NOTICES 

62964  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62952  Safety,  bumper,  and  consumer  information 
programs 

<National  Institute  of  Justice 

NOTICES 

Grants  solicitation,  competitive  research; 

62944  Criminal  justice 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 

Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62871  Mid- Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council 

National  Science  Foundation 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62945  Ocean  Sciences  Advisory  Conunittee 

Navy  Department 

NOTICES 

62876  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
RULES 

Production  and  utilization  facilities,  domestic 
licensing: 

62789  Water-cooled  power  reactors:  primary  reactor 

containment  leakage  testing 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc,: 

62945  Arkansas  Power  &  Light,Co. 

62945  Baltimore  Gas  &  Electric  Co. 

62948  Duke  Power  Co. 

62946  Gulf  States  Utilities  Co. 

62946  Metropolitan  Edison  Co. 

62946  New  York  State  Power  Authority 

62947  Virginia  Electric  &  Power  Co. 


'  62947  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 
Reports;  issuance  and  availability: 

62947  Fixed  site  physical  protection  upgrade  rule 

guidance  compendium;  introduction  and  user’s 
information 

Public  Health  Service 

NOTICES 

Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 
62905  Assistant  Secretary  of  Health;  authority  for 
community  health  centers 

62905  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health;  authority  for 

program  to  deter  children  and  adolescents  from 
smoking  and  use  of  alcoholic  beverages 

Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration, 
Transportation  Department 

NOTICES 

Hazardous  materials; 

62952,  Applications;  exemptions,  renewals,  etc.  (2 

62953  documents) 

State  Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings; 

62949  International  Commission  for  Conservation  of 

Atlantic  Tuna,  U.S.  National  Section  Advisory 
Committee 

62949  International  Investment,  Technology,  emd 

Development  Advisory  Committee 

Transportation  Department 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation  Administration; 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration; 
Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration, 
Transportation  Department;  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Administration: 

Treasury  Department 

See  Customs  Service;  Fiscal  Service;  Internal 
Revenue  Service. 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

62954  Massachusetts  Bay  Transportation  Authority; 
green  line  light  rail  transit  system 

Veterans  Administration 

RULES 

62800  National  Environmental  Policy  Act;  implementation 
NOTICES 

62958  Educational  assistance  allowance;  school  liability; 
policies  and  procedures;  inquiry 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  the  Census — 

62869  Census  Advisory  Committee  on  Agriculture 
Statistics,  10-21-80 

62869  Census  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Black 
Population  for  the  1980  Census,  10-14-80 
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National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

62871  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council,  10-15 
and  10-16-80 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT 

62881  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  Advisory  Council,  10-8, 
10-9,  and  10-10-80 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission — 

62885  Revision  of  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  review 
of  hearing  procedures  subcommittee,  9-30  and 
10=^^ 

HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT 

Center  for  Disease  Control — 

62905  Immunization  Practices  Advisory  Committee,  10-15 
and  10-16-80 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 

62905  Secretary’s  advisory  committee  on  the  rights  and 
responsibilities  of  women,  10-1  and  10-2-80 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

62911  Coeur  d'Alene  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory 
Council,  10-16  and  10-17-80 

OfHce  of  the  Secretary — 

62912  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board,  Policy 
Committee,  10-21  and  10-22-80 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
62945  Oversight  and  Evaluation  of  the  Office  of 
Oceanographic  Facilities  and  Support 
Subcommittee,  10-9  and  10-10-80 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

62949  International  Investment,  Technology,  and 
Development  Advisory  Committee,  10-8-80 
62949  United  States  National  Section  of  the  International 
Commission  for  the  Conservation  of  Atlantic  Tunas 
Advisory  Committee,  10-15  and  10-16-80 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Coast  Guard — 

62949  Coast  Guard  Academy  advisory  committee,  10-21 
and  10-22-80 

62949  Ship  Structure  Committee,  10-22-80 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration — 
62952  Safety,  Bumper,  and  Consumer  Information 
Programs,  10-8-80 

CHANGED  MEETING 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

62911  Socorro  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  9-11-80 
changed  to  9-25-80 

HEARING 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
62851  Control  of  Air  Pollution  from  Motor  Vehicles  and 
Motor  Vehicle  Engines,  11-3-80 
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Title  3— 

The  President 


Presidential  Determination  No.  80-26  of  September  12,  1980 

CertiHcation  and  Determination  Under  the  Foreign  Assistance 
Act  of  1961,  as  Amended  Regarding  Assistance  to  Nicaragua 


Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961, 
as  amended  (hereinafter  “the  Act”),  I  hereby: 

a)  certify,  pursuant  to  section  536(g]  of  the  Act*  and  on  the  basis  of  an 
evaluation  of  the  available  evidence,  that  the  Government  of  Nicaragua  “has 
not  cooperated  with  or  harbors  any  international  terrorist  organization  or  is 
aiding,  abetting,  or  supporting  acts  of  violence  or  terrorism  in  other  countries”; 

b)  determine,  pursuant  to  section  614(a)  of  the  Act,  that  the  furnishing  of  not  to 
exceed  $45,000,000  in  assistance  to  Nicaragua  in  the  fiscal  year  1980  from 
amounts  appropriated  under  chapter  4  of  part  II  of  the  Act  for  Egypt  by  the 
Supplemental  Appropriations  Act,  1979,  is  important  to  the  security  of  the 
United  States;  and 

c)  authorize  the  furnishing  of  such  assistance  to  Nicaragua:  Provided,  That 
funds  available  for  Egypt  under  chapter  4  of  part  II  of  the  Act  shall  be 
reimbursed,  in  an  amount  equivalent  to  that  furnished  to  Nicaragua  hereunder, 
from  funds  appropriated  for  Nicaragua  by  the  Supplemental  Appropriations 
and  Rescission  Act,  1980,  when  such  funds  become  available  for  obligation. 

This  determination  shall  be  reported  to  the  Congress  immediately,  and  none  of 
the  funds  provided  for  herein  shall  be  furnished  to  Nicaragua  until  after  such 
report  has  been  made,  as  required  by  law. 

This  determination  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
Washington,  September  12,  1980. 


*The  full  text  of  section  536(g]  provides:  'The  President  shall  transmit  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  of  the  Senate,  certification  prior  to 
releasing  any  assistance  to  the  Government  of  Nicaragua  under  this  chapter,  that  the  Government  of 
Nicaragua  has  not  cooperated  with  or  harbors  any  international  terrorist  organization  or  is  aiding, 
abetting,  or  supporting  acts  of  violence  or  terrorism  in  other  countries.  In  the  event  that  the  President 
transmits  such  a  certification,  but  at  a  later  date  he  determines  that  the  Government  of  Nicaragua 
cooperates  with  or  harbors  any  international  terrorist  organization  or  is  aiding,  abetting,  or 
supporting  acts  of  violence  or  terrorism  in  other  countries,  the  President  shall  terminate  assistance 
to  the  Government  of  Nicaragua  under  this  chapter  and  the  outstanding  balance  of  any  loan  to  the 
Government  of  Nicaragua,  or  any  of  its  agencies  or  instrumentalities,  with  funds  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  by  this  chapter  shaU  become  immediately  due  and  payable.” 


|FR  Doc.  80-aiM41 
Filed  9-18-80:  4:34  pmj 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 
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Proclamation  4794  of  September  18,  1980 

Constantino  Brumidi  Day 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

On  September  18,  1852,  a  noted  Italian  artist  named  Constantino  Brumidi 
arrived  in  this  country  as  a  political  exile. 

He  spent  the  remainder  of  his  life  embellishing  the  United  States  Capitol  with 
magnificent  works  of  art  and  truly  earned  the  description  “Michelangelo  of  the 
Capitol  of  the  United  States.” 

Mr.  Brumidi’s  gratitude  for  the  liberty  this  nation  provided  to  him  and  his 
contributions  to  our  national  heritage  are  a  source  of  inspiration  for  all  of  us. 

In  tribute  to  his  achievements,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
by  House  Joint  Resolution  594,  has  requested  the  President  to  proclaim 
Thursday,  September  18  as  Constantino  Brumidi  Day. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JIMMY  CARTER,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  do  hereby  designate  Thmsday,  September  18,  1980,  as  Constantino 
Brumidi  Day. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  eighteenth  day  of 
September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty,  and  of  the 
Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  fifth. 


[FR  Doc.  80-29479 
Filed  9-19-80;  10:55  am) 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
7  CFR  Part  2 

Delegations  of  Authority  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  General 
Officers  of  the  Department;  Revision 

agency:  Department  of  Agriculture. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  revises  the 
delegations  of  authority  to  reflect  the 
transfer  of  responsibility  for 
cooperatives  programs  from  the  Director 
of  Economics,  Policy  Analysis  and 
Budget  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Marketing  and  Transportation  Services. 
This  document  also  reflects  the 
establishment  of  a  new  Agricultural 
Cooperative  Service  and  the  consequent 
change  in  the  name  of  the  Economics, 
Statistics,  and  Cooperatives  Service  to 
the  Economics  and  Statistics  Service. 
Additionally,  the  Director  of  Economics, 
Policy  Analysis  and  Budget  is  delegated 
authority  to  identify  cases  of  undue 
price  enhancement  by  associations  of 
producers  and  to  issue  complaints  under 
section  2  of  the  Capper-Volstead  Act. 
The  Administrative  Law  Judges  are 
delegated  authority  to  hold  hearings  on 
complaints  issued  under  the  said  Act, 
and  the  Judicial  Officer  is  delegated 
authority  to  act  as  final  deciding  officer 
on  appeals  of  decisions  by  the 
Administrative  Law  Judges.  Also,  the 
Economics  and  Statistics  Service  is 
delegated  authority  to  conduct  research 
and  carry  out  other  activities  related  to 
marketing  practices  of  associations  of 
producers  in  support  of  the  Director  of 
Economics,  Policy  Analysis  and  Budget. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  22, 1980, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  R.  Hanna,  Jr.,  Director,  Management 
Staff,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20250  (202-447-6111) 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Department  of  Agriculture  is  committed 
to  supporting  the  efforts  of  rural 
residents  of  our  country  to  form 
cooperatives  to  allow  them  to  compete 
effectively  in  the  business  community. 

To  support  this  policy,  the  Department  is 
establishing  its  cooperatives  programs 
and  activities  as  an  independent  agency 
of  the  Department,  the  Agricultural 
Cooperative  Service,  to  direct  and  focus 
USDA  efforts  in  this  area. 

Also  in  the  cooperatives  area,  the 
Secretary  has  the  responsibility  under 
section  2  of  Capper-Volstead  Act  (7 
U.S.C.  292)  to  determine  when  an 
association  of  producers  is  monopolizing 
or  restraining  trade  to  the  extent  that  the 
price  of  any  agricultural  product  is 
unduly  enhanced  and  to  issue  a 
complaint  requiring  the  association  to 
show  cause  why  an  order  should  not  be 
issued  requiring  it  to  cease  and  desist 
from  those  practices.  To  assist  in  the 
execution  of  this  responsibility,  the 
Director  of  Economics,  Policy  Analysis 
and  Budget  will  identify  cases  of  undue 
price  enhancement  and  issue  complaints 
where  such  action  is  appropriate.  The 
Economics  and  Statistics  Service  will 
conduct  research  and  carry  out  other 
activities  related  to  the  marketing 
practices  of  cooperatives  in  support  of 
the  Director.  As  set  forth  in  the  Rules  of 
Practice  Governing  Cease  and  Desist 
Proceedings  Under  Section  2  of  the 
Capper-Volstead  Act  (45  FR  6587),  the 
Administrative  Law  Judges  are 
delegated  authority  to  conduct  hearings 
and  issue  decisions  on  any  complaints 
issued  under  the  Act.  The  Judicial 
Officer  will  consider  appeals  of 
decisions  made  by  the  Administrative 
Law  Judges  and  will  act  as  final 
deciding  officer  on  all  such  appeals. 

Since  this  rule  relates  to  internal 
agency  management,  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedures 
with  respect  thereto  are  impractical  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  this  rule 
effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Further,  since  this  rule  relates  to  internal 
agency  management,  it  is  exempt  from 
the  provisions  of  Executive  Order  12044, 
Improving  Government  Regulations,  and 
thus,  it  does  not  require  the  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  impact  analysis. 
Accordingly,  7  CFR  Part  2  is  amended  as 
follows: 


Subpart  C— -Delegations  of  Authority 
to  the  Deputy  Secretary,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  International  Affairs  and 
Commodity  Programs,  Assistant 
Secretaries,  and  the  Director  of 
Economics,  Policy  Analysis  and 
Budget 

1.  Section  2.17  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraph  (f)  as  paragraph 
(g)  by  and  adding  a  new  paragraph  (f)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  2.17  Delegations  of  authority  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing  and 
Transportation  Services. 

*  *  *  «  * 

(f)  Related  to  cooperatives.  (1) 
Administer  programs  authorized  by  the 
Cooperative  Marketing  Act  of  1926  (7 
U.S.C.  451-457). 

(2)  Carry  out  the  responsibilities  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  relating  to  the 
marketing  aspects  of  cooperatives, 
including  economic  research  and 
analysis  and  the  application  of 
economic  research  findings  as 
authorized  by  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  (7  U.S.C.  1621- 
1627). 

(3)  Work  with  institutions  and 
international  organizations  throughout 
the  world  on  subjects  related  to  the 
development  and  operation  of 
agricultural  cooperatives.  Such  work 
may  be  carried  out  by: 

(i)  Exchanging  materials  and  results 
with  such  institutions  or  organizations, 

(ii)  Engaging  in  joint  or  coordinated 
activities,  or 

(iii)  Stationing  representatives  at  such 
institutions  or  organizations  in  foreign 
countries  (7  U.S.C.  3291). 
***** 

2.  Section  2.27  is  amended  by 
changing  the  heading  of  paragraph  (b), 
by  revoking  and  reserving  paragraph 
(b)(1),  and  by  revising  paragraphs  (b) 

(2),  (13),  and  (14)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.27  Delegations  of  authority  to  the 
Director  of  Economics,  Policy  Analysis  and 
Budget. 

***** 

(b)  Related  to  economics  research  and 
statistical  reporting. 

(1)  [Revoked  and  Reserved) 

(2)  Conduct  economic  research  on 
matters  of  importance  to  cooperatives  as 
authorized  by  the  Agricultiu’al 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  (7  U.S.C.  1621- 
1627). 

***** 
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(13)  Identify  cases  of  undue  price 
enhancement  by  associations  of 
producers  and  issue  complaints 
requiring  such  associations  to  show 
cause  why  an  order  should  not  be  made 
directing  them  to  cease  and  desist  from 
monopolization  or  restraint  of  trade  (7 
U.S.C.  292). 

(14)  Work  with  institutions  and 
international  organizations  throughout 
the  world  in  the  Helds  of  agricultural 
economics  research.  Such  work  may  be 
carried  out  by: 

(i)  Exchanging  materials  and  results 
with  such  institutions  or  organizations, 

(ii)  Engaging  in  joint  or  coordinated 
research,  or 

(iii)  Stationing  representatives  at  such 
institutions  or  organizations  in  foreign 
countries  (7  U.S.C.  3291). 

*  *  «  *  * 

3.  Section  2.28  is  amended  by 
changing  the  heading  of  paragraph  (b)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  2.28  Reservations  of  authority. 

*  «  *  *  * 

(b)  Related  to  economics  research  and 
statistical  reporting. 


Subpart  D— Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Other  General  Officers  and  Agency 
Heads 

4.  Section  2.35  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  2.35  Delegations  of  authority  to  the 
Judicial  Officer. 

The  following  delegations  of  authority 
are  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to  the  Judicial  Officer: 

(a)  I^rsuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  April  4, 1940  (7  U.S.C.  450c-450g). 
and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of  1953  (5 
U.S.C.  1976  ed..  Appendix,  p.  764),  the 
Judicial  Officer  is  hereby  authorized  to 
act  as  Hnal  deciding  ofHcer  in 
adjudication  proceedings  subject  to  5 
U.S.C.  556  and  557;  in  other  adjudication 
proceedings  which  are  or  may  be  made 
subject  to  the  “Rules  of  Practice 
Governing  Formal  Adjudicatory 
Proceedings  Instituted  by  the  Secretary 
Under  Various  Statutes"  set  forth  in  7 
CFR  Part  1,  Subpart  H;  in  adjudication  - 
proceedings  under  the  "Rules  of  Practice 
Governing  Cease  and  Desist 
Proceedings  Under  Section  2  of  the 
Capper-Volstead  Act”  set  forth  in  7  CFR 
Part  1,  Subpart  I;  in  rate  proceedings 
under  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act; 
and  in  reparation  proceedings  under 
statutes  administered  by  the 
Department.  As  used  herein  the  term 
“Judicial  Officer"  shall  mean  any  person 
or  persons  so  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The  provisions 


of  this  delegation  shall  not  be  construed 
to  limit  the  authority  of  the  Judicial 
Officer  to  perform  any  functions,  in 
addition  to  those  defined  in  the  said  Act 
of  April  4, 1940,  which  from  time  to  time 
may  be  assigned  by  the  Secretary  to 
him. 

§  2.41  [Amended] 

5.  Section  2.41,  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the 
first  sentence  the  following  new 
sentence:  “Administrative  Law  Judges 
are  delegated  authority  to  hold  hearings 
and  perform  related  duties  as  provided 
in  the  ‘Rules  of  Practice  Governing 
Cease  and  Desist  Proceedings  under 
Section  2  of  the  Capper-Volstead  Act’ 
set  forth  in  7  CFR  Part  1,  Subpart  I.” 

Subpart  F— Delegations  of  Authority 
by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Marketing  and  Transportation  Services 

6.  Section  2.50  is  amended  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (a)(10)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  2.50  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(a)*  *  * 

(10)  Provide  managment  support 
services  for  the  Agricultural  Cooperative 
Service  with  authority  to  take  any 
action  required  by  law  or  regulation 
relating  to  budget,  Hnance,  personnel, 
procurement,  property  management, 
messenger  and  paperwork  management, 
and  related  administrative  services  as 
may  be  agreed  upon  with  the 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Cooperative 
Service. 

7.  A  new  §  2.54  is  added  as  follows: 

§  2.54  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Cooperative  Service. 

(a)  Delegations.  Pursuant  to  §  2.17(f), 
the  following  delegations  of  authority 
are  made  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Marketing  and  Transportation  Services 
-  to  the  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Cooperative  Service: 

(1)  Administer  programs  authorized 
by  the  Cooperative  Marketing  Act  of 
1926  (7  U.S.C.  451-457). 

(2)  Carry  out  the  responsibilities  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  relating  to  the 
marketing  aspects  of  cooperatives, 
including  economic  research  and 
analysis  and  the  application  of 
economic  research  findings  as 
authorized  by  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  (7  U.S.C.  1621- 
1627). 

(3)  Work  with  institutions  and 
international  organizations  throughout 
the  world  on  subjects  related  to  the 
development  and  operation  of 
agricultural  cooperatives.  Such  work 
may  be  carried  out  by: 


(i)  Exchanging  materials  and  results 
with  such  institutions  or  organizations, 

(ii)  Engaging  in  joint  or  coordinated 
activities,  or 

(iii)  Stationing  representatives  at  such 
institutions  or  organizations  in  foreign 
countries  (7  U.S.C.  3291). 

•  «  *  *  * 

Subpart  K— Delegations  of  Authority 
by  the  Director  of  Economics,  Policy 
Analysis  and  Budget 

8.  Section  2.85  is  amended  by 
changing  the  heading,  by  revising 
paragraph  (a),  by  revoking  and  reserving 
paragraph  (a)(1),  by  revising  paragraphs 
(a)(2)  and  (14),  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (a)(16)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.85  Administrator,  Economics  and 
Statistics  Service. 

(a)  Delegations.  Pursuant  to  §  2.27(b) 
and  (d),  subject  to  the  reservations  in 
§  2.28(b),  the  following  delegations  of 
authority  are  made  by  the  Director  of 
Economics,  Policy  Analysis  and  Budget 
to  the  Administrator,  Economics  and 
Statistics  Service: 

(1)  [Revoked  and  Reserved) 

(2)  Conduct  economic  research  on 
matters  of  importance  to  cooperatives  as 
authorized  by  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  (7  U.S.C.  1621- 
1627). 

***** 

(14)  Work  with  institutions  and 
international  organizations  throughout 
the  world  in  the  Helds  of  agricultural 
economics  research.  Such  work  may  be 
carried  out  by: 

(i)  Exchanging  materials  and  results 
with  such  institutions  or  organizations, 

(ii)  Engaging  in  joint  or  coordinated 
research,  or 

(iii)  Stationing  representatives  at  such 
institutions  or  organizations  in  foreign  ^ 
countries  (7  U.S.C.  3291). 

***** 

(16)  Conduct  research  and  carry  out 
other  activities  related  to  the  marketing 
practices  of  associations  of  producers  to 
support  the  Director  of  Economics, 

Policy  Analysis  and  Budget  in  his 
responsibility  to  identify  cases  of  undue 
price  enhancement  (7  U.S.C.  292). 

(5  U.S.C.  301  and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2 
of  1953) 

For  Subparts  C  &  D; 

Dated:  September  16, 1980. 

Bob  Bergland, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

For  Subpart  F: 

Dated:  September  16, 1980. 

Jerry  C.  Hill, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing  and 
Transportation  Services. 

For  Subpart  K: 
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Dated:  September  16, 1980. 

Howard  W.  Hjort, 

Director  of  Economics,  Policy  Analysis  and 
Budget. 

|FR  Doc.  B0-292B3  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-01-M 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

7  CFR  Part  706 

Naval  Stores  Conservation;  Deletion 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  (ASCS), 

Agriculture  (USDA). 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  deletes  the 
regulations  issued  under  Part  706,  Naval 
Stores  Conservation,  Subpart  G.  These 
regulations  no  longer  need  to  be  set 
forth  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
since  practices  formerly  provided  for 
under  the  Naval  Stores  Conservation 
Program  (NSCP)  are  provided  for  under 
the  Agricultural  Conservation  Program 
(ACP)  as  authorized  by  Section  8  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  as  amended. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  22, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Alan  Diuick,  Director,  Conservation  and 
Environmental  Protection  Division, 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  Room 
3906-S;  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013,  (202)  447-6221. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
final  action  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procediue  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  1955  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044  and 
has  been  classiHed  as  “not  significant”. 
In  compliance  with  Secretary’s 
Memorandum  1955  and  the  final  report 
issued  by  the  Secretary  with  respect  to 
Executive  Order  12044  and  entitled 
“Improving  USDA  Regulations”  (43  FR 
50988],  it  is  determined  after  review  of 
these  regulations  for  need,  currency, 
clarity,  and  effectiveness,  that  deletion 
of  these  regulations  is  appropriate  at 
this  time.  Furthermore,  it  has  been 
determined  that  it  is  impractical  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  to  comply 
with  the  public  rulemaking  requirement 
of  5  U.S.C.  533  since  this  action  merely 
deletes  provisions  which  are  no  longer 
applicable  to  practices  now  provided  for 
under  the  Agricultural  Conservation 
Program. 

§§706.1-706.32  [Deleted] 

Accordingly,  7  CFR  Part  706,  Naval 
Stores  Conservation,  Subpart  G,  is 
hereby  deleted. 


(49  Stat.  164,  Secs,  7-15, 16(a)  and  17;  49  Stat. 
1148,  as  amended;  16  U.S.C.  590d,  590g  to 
S90o,  590p(a],  and  590q.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 
11, 1980. 

Ray  Fitzgerald, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture.  ^ 

|FR  Doc.  80-29235  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-0S-M 


7  CFR  Part  713 
[Arndt.  2] 

Feed  Grain,  Upland  Cotton  and  Wheat 
Programs  for  Crop  Years  1978-1981 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  incorporates 
previously-announced  determinations 
regarding  the  feed  grain,  upland  cotton, 
and  wheat  programs,  and  updates  those 
provisions  for  the  1980  crop  year. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  22, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles ).  Riley,  Production  Adjustment 
Division.  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  P.O.  Box 
2415,  Washington,  D.C.  20013  (202)  447- 
7633.  Actions  of  this  kind  were 
anticipated  under  the  provisions  of  the 
notices  of  determination  cited  in 
“Supplementary  Information”  and  are 
specifically  considered  in  the  Final 
Impact  Statements  prepared  for  those 
actions.  Those  Final  Impact  Statements 
describing  the  options  considered  in 
developing  this  final  rule  and  the  impact 
of  implementing  each  option  are 
available  on  request  fi-om  Bruce  R. 
Weber,  (202)  447-6688,  at  the  above 
address. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Progr^ 
titles  and  numbers  fixim  the  “Catalog  of 
Federal  Domestic  Assistance”  are: 
Cotton  Production  Stabilization.  10.052; 
Feed  Grain  Production  Stabilization. 
10.055;  and  Wheat  Production 
Stabilization,  10.058.  This  action  will  not 
have  a  significant  impact  specifically  on 
area  and  community  development. 
Therefore,  review  as  established  by 
0MB  Circular  A-95  was  not  used  to 
assure  that  units  of  local  government  are 
informed  of  this  action.  This  final  action 
has  been  reviewed  under  USDA 
procedures  established  in  Secretary’s 
Memorandum  1955  to  implement 
Executive  Order  12044,  and  has  been 
classified  as  “not  significant”. 

The  regulations  at  7  CFR  Part  713  are 
amended  to  incorporate  for  the  feed 
grain,  upland  cotton,  and  wheat 


programs,  determinations  relating  to  the 
following: 

(a)  Required  set-aside. 

(b)  Voluntary  diversion. 

(c)  Wheat  grazing  and  hay  payments. 

(d)  Established  prices. 

(e)  National  program  acreage. 

(f)  Level  of  voluntary  reduction  from 
the  1979  acreage  that  will  guarantee 
target  price  protection  on  the  normal 
production  from  the  entire  1980  acreage 
of  the  crop  planted  for  harvest.  These 
determinations  were  initially  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  in  proposed  form 
(44  FR  42741  for  feed  grains.  44  FR  54077 
for  upland  cotton,  and  44  FR  32257  for 
wheat]  to  allow  for  public  comment  and 
were  then  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  in  final  form  on  January  8, 1980 
for  feed  grains  (45  FR  1648),  December 
21. 1979  for  upland  cotton  (44  FR  75687), 
and  August  21, 1979  for  wheat  (44  FR 
48949).  The  national  program  acreages 
for  1979  were  revised  by  notice 
published  on  May  20, 1980  (45  FR  33674). 
The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1980 
(Pub.  L  96-213, 94  Stat.  119]  extended 
the  disaster  program  for  feed  grains, 
upland  cotton  and  wheat  for  the  1980 
crop  year,  increased  established 
“target”  prices,  and  authorized  the 
Secretary  to  make  compliance  with  the 
normal  crop  acreage  (NCA)  for  the  farm 
a  condition  for  receiving  payments 
based  on  the  higher  established  prices. 
On  August  12, 1980,  by  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  (45  Fr  53501),  the 
Secretary  annoimced  his  determination 
that  producers  would  be  required  to 
plant  within  the  NCA  in  order  to  be 
eligible  for  payments  based  on  the 
hi^er  established  prices  for  feed  grains 
and  wheat.  This  amendment 
incorporates  these  changes. 

In  addition  to  the  above  changes,  the 
definition  of  “nonconserving  crops”  is 
expanded  to  exclude  legumes  that  are 
planted  too  late  for  harvest  as  seed, 
grain  or  for  processing.  The  definition  of 
“NCA  crop  acreage”  is  expanded  to 
cover  the  treatment  of  prevented 
planting  acreage  and  double  cropped 
acreage.  The  definition  of  “small  grains” 
is  clarified.  Rules  on  determining 
commodity  acreages  are  revised  as 
needed  for  1980  determinations  of 
compliance  with  the  NCA  and  to 
correspond  with  compliance  provisions 
of  7  CFR  Part  718.  Also,  the  treatment  of 
mixtures  is  clarified.  A  provision  is 
added  to  allow  an  upward  adjustment  of 
an  actual  yield  when  it  was  reduced  due 
to  a  disaster.  Finally,  the  previously 
announced  allocation  factor  rates  and 
deficiency  payment  rates  for  1979  are 
incorporated. 

Farmers  are  now  cultivating  and 
harvesting  their  1980  crops.  Therefore,  it 
is  important  that  the  changes  being 
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made  in  this  final  rule  be  announced  as 
soon  as  possible.  Thus,  pursuant  to  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  this  final  rule  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  this  Hnal  rule  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  publication  of  this 
document  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Accordingly,  7  CFR  Part  713  is 
amended  as  follows: 

Final  Rule 

1.  Section  713.1  is  revised  by 
redesignating  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  as 
paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 

$713.1  Applicability. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(c)  In  accordance  with  section  101  of 
the  Food  and  Agriculture  Act  of  1977,  as 
amended  by  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1980,  and  the 
regulations  in  Part  795  of  this  chapter, 
the  total  amount  of  disaster  payments 
which  a  person  shall  be  entitled  to 
receive  annually  imder  the  Feed  Grain, 
Upland  Cotton,  Wheat,  and  Rice 
Programs  shall  not  exceed  $100,000  in 
1980  and  1981. 

2.  Section  713.3  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a](2],  (h),  and  (j)  to 
read  as  follows: 

$  713.3  Definitions. 

(a)  *  * 

(2)  Legumes,  including  peas  or  beans 
(including  soybeans],  produced  for  seed, 
grain,  or  processing  where  planting  was 
delayed  beyond  the  normal  planting 
period  by  a  disaster  and  the  crop  is  too 
poor  to  be  used  for  seed,  grain,  or 
processing.  In  all  other  cases,  peas  or 
beans  (including  soybeans]  produced  for 
seed,  grain,  or  processing,  are  a 
nonconserving  crop. 
***** 

(h]  "NCA  crop  acreage”  means  the 
total  of  crop  acreages  of  NCA  crops 
designated  under  Part  792  of  this 
chapter,  as  well  as  acreage  approved  for 
wheat  grazing  and  hay  payments  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  713.11,  and  for  prevented  planting 
payments  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  $  713.16.  Double-cropped 
acreages  are  coimted  only  once  in 
determining  NCA  crop  acreage. 
***** 

(j]  “Small  grains”  means  barley,  oats, 
rye,  wheat,  and  millet  (when  millet  is 
designated  as  an  NCA  crop]. 

3.  Section  713.3a  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (b](2]  and  (c]  to 
read  as  follows: 


§  713.3a  Determining  commodity 
acreages. 

***** 

(b]  ‘  * 

(2]  The  acreage  which  was  disposed 
of  without  feed  or  other  benefit 
(including  lint  benefit  for  cotton]  and 
excluded  by  the  operator  on  the  report 
of  acreage.  However,  the  acreages  so 
disposed  of  will  count  as  commodity 
acreages  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  the  farm  is  within  its  NCA  if 
either. 

(i]  The  exclusion  on  the  report  of 
acreage  by  the  operator  occurs  after  the 
final  reporting  date  for  the  crop,  or 

(ii]  The  acreage  report  has  been 
determined  to  be  inaccurate  because  the 
difference  between  a  reported  acreage 
and  a  measured  acreage  exceeded 
tolerance  allowed  in  Part  718  of  this 
Chapter. 

***** 

(c]  The  county  committee  shall 
consider  mixtures  of  crops  to  be  the 
crop  that  is  predominant  in  the  mixture. 
However: 

(1]  For  small  grain  mixtures  seeded  at 
different  times  with  wheat  or  barley  the 
first  seeded  crop,  consider  the  mixture 
to  be  the  wheat  or  barley  first  seeded. 

(ii]  For  mixtures  of  an  NCA  crop  and  a 
non-NCA  crop,  consider  the  mixture  to 
be  a  NCA  crop. 

4.  Section  713.5  is  amended  by  adding 
a  paragraph  (a](2](iii]  to  read  as  follows: 

§  713.5  Farm  yields. 
***** 

(a]  Barley,  corn,  grain  sorghum,  and 
wheat.  *  *  * 

(2]  Provable  Yields.  *  *  * 

(iii]  Beginning  with  1980  proven  yields, 
if  any  yield  in  the  base  period  is 
adversely  affected  by  a  natural  disaster 
or  condition  beyond  the  producer’s 
control,  the  coimty  committee  may 
adji^  the  yield  for  the  particular  year 
upw^d  by  an  amount  the  county 
committee  determines  the  yield  was 
reduced  by  the  natural  disaster  or 
condition  beyond  the  producer’s  control. 
However,  such  adjusted  yield  shall  not 
exceed  80  percent  of  the  current  year 
established  yield.  This  adjustment  will 
not  be  readjusted  in  future  years. 

5.  Section  713.8  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  {b](l]  and  (c](l]  and 
the  introductory  portion  of  paragraph 

(b](2]  to  read  as  follows: 

§  7 1 3.8  Requirements  for  program 
participation. 

***** 

(b]  Farm  requirements.  (1]  For  the 
1980  crop,  to  qualify  for  payments  based 
on  the  high  established  “target”  price 
specified  in  §  713.17,  the  operator  of  a 
farm  on  which  any  producer  produces 


barley,  corn,  grain  sorghum,  or  wheat 
must: 

(1]  Limit  the  total  acreage  of  NCA 
crops  (as  designated  in  Part  792  of  this 
Chapter]  to  the  NCA  established  for  the 
farm, 

(ii]  Request  on  the  application  for 
payment  that  payments  be  based  on  the 
high  established  price,  and 

(iii]  Comply  with  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (b](2]  of  this  section. 

(2]  To  qualify  for  payments  based  on 
either  the  cotton  or  the  low  feed  grain  or 
wheat  established  “target”  price 
specified  in  §  713.17,  the  operator  of  a 
farm  must  file,  within  the  period 
authorized  by  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
the  following: 

***** 

(c]  Producer  eligibility  requirements. 
(1]  The  producer  must  be  a  person  who 
shares  in  the  program  crop  produced  in 
the  current  year  (or  the  proceeds 
therefrom]  on  a  farm  meeting  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (b]  of  this 
section,  or  would  have  shared  in  the 
crop  if  it  had  been  produced  on  such 
farm  in  the  current  year. 

6.  Section  713.9  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  713.9  Required  set>aside. 

For  1980,  no  set-aside  is  required  for 
any  crop. 

7.  Section  713.10  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  71 3. 1 0  Voluntary  diversion. 

For  1980,  no  voluntary  diversion 
program  is  in  effect. 

8.  Section  713.11  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  713.1 1  Wheat  grazing  and  hay. 

For  1980,  no  wheat  grazing  and  hay 
program  is  in  effect. 

9.  Section  713.16  is  amended  by 
revising  the  ffrst  sentence  and  by 
revising  paragraph  (a](2](iii]  to  read  as 
follows:  *  *  * 

§  713.16  Disaster  payments. 

Prevented  planting  and  low  yield 
disaster  payments  are  authorized  only 
for  1978, 1979  and  1980.  *  *  * 

{a)  Prevented  planting.  *  *  * 

(2)  Acreage  eligible  for 
payment.  *  *  * 

(iii]  On  farms  that  are  to  qualify  for 
the  high  established  “target”  price 
specified  in  §  713.17,  the  NCA  less  the 
total  acres  of  NCA  crops  planted. 

10.  Section  713.17  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  713.17  Established  “target”  prices. 

(a]  1980.  Established  prices  are  as 
follows: 

(1]  Low  established  "target” prices. 
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(1)  Barley,  $2.29  per  bushel. 

(ii)  Corn.  $2.05  per  bushel. 

(iii)  Grain  Sorghum.  $2.45  per  bushel. 

(iv)  Wheat.  $3.08  per  bushel. 

(2)  High  established  “target” prices. 

(i)  Barley.  $2.55  per  bushel. 

(ii)  Corn.  $2.35  per  bushel. 

(iii)  Grain  Sorghum.  $2.50  per  bushel. 

(iv)  Wheat.  $3.63  per  bushel. 

(3)  Upland  Cotton.  $.584  per  pound. 

(b)  1981.  To  be  announced  by 

amendment  to  this  subpart. 

11.  Section  713.18  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  and  • 
adding  paragraph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  713.18  National  program  acreage. 
***** 

(a)  1979.  The  national  program 
acreages  for  1979  are: 

(1)  Barley.  7.8  million  acres. 

(2)  Corn.  85.7  million  acres. 

(3)  Grain  sorghum.  15.9  million  acres. 

(4)  Upland  cotton.  13,037,956  acres. 

(5)  Wheat.  70.1  million  acres. 

(b)  1980.  The  national  program 
acreages  for  1980  are: 

(1)  Barley.  7.9  million  acres. 

(2)  Corn.  82.1  million  acres. 

(3)  Grain  sorghum.  13.9  million  acres. 

(4)  Upland  cotton.  11,602.285  acres. 

(5)  Wheat.  70.0  million  acres. 

(c)  1981.  To  be  announced  by 
amendment  to  this  subpart. 

12.  Section  713.19  is  amended  by 
revising  the  title  of  paragraph  (a), 
inserting  a  new  paragraph  (a-1),  revising 
paragraph  (b)(2)(i)  and  (ii),  and  inserting 
a  new  paragraph  (b-1)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  713.19  Deficiency  payments. 

(a)  Basis  for  payment  rate.  *  *  * 

(a-1)  Payment  rates. 

(1)  Payment  rates  for  1979. 

(1)  Barley.  $.11  per  bushel. 

(ii)  Grain  sorghum.  $.13  per  bushel. 

(iii)  Corn  and  wheat.  $0.00  per  bushel. 

(iv)  Upland  cotton.  $0.00  per  pound. 

(2)  Payment  rates  for  1980  and  1981. 

To  be  announced  by  amendment  to  this 
subpart. 

(b)  *  •  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(i)  1980.  Zero  (0)  percent  reduction  for 
barley,  grain  sorghum,  and  wheat  and  10 
percent  reduction  for  upland  cotton. 

(ii)  1981.  To  be  announced  by 
amendment  to  this  subpart;  and 

(3)  *  *  * 

(b-1)  Allocation  factors.  The 
allocation  factors  to  be  used  in 
determining  the  acreage  for  payment 
according  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  are  as  follows: 

(1)  For  1979.  The  allocation  factor  is 
1.0000  for  barley,  corn,  grain  sorghum, 
upland  cotton,  and  wheat. 


(2)  For  1980  and  1981.  To  be 
announced  by  amendment  to  this 
subpart. 

***** 

(Secs.  103(f),  105A,  107 A,  and  1001  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  91  Stat. 
934,  91  Stat.  928,  91-  Stat.  921, 94  Stat.  119;  7 
U.S.C.  1444(f).  7  U.S.C.  1444c,  7  U.S.C.  1445B, 

7  U.S.C.  1421  note.  7  U.S.C.  1309) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 
15. 1980. 

Ray  Fitzgerald, 

Administrator,  ASCS. 

IFR  Doc.  80-29234  Filed  9-19-80, 8:45  am) 
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Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  1079 

Milk  in  the  Iowa  Marketing  Area; 
Temporary  Revision  of  Shipping 
Percentage 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Temporary  revision  of  rules. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  temporarily 
relaxes  the  shipping  requirements  for 
pool  supply  plants  for  the  months  of 
October  and  November  1980  for  the 
Iowa  marketing  area  as  a  means  of 
preventing  uneconomic  shipments  of 
milk  to  the  market  and  of  maintaining 
the  pool  status  of  producers  who 
regularly  supply  the  market.  The 
revisions  are  made  in  response  to  a 
request  by  a  proprietary  handler  who 
operates  a  pool  supply  plant  that 
regularly  serves  the  market. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martin  ].  Dunn,  Marketing  Specialist, 
Dairy  Division,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture.  Washington. 
D.C.  20250,  202^47-7311. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Prior 
document  in  this  proceeding: 

Proposed  temporary  revision  of 
shipping  percentage;  issued  August  27, 
1980;  published  September  2, 1980  (45  FR 
58131). 

This  temporary  revision  is  issued 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  ef. 
seq.),  and  the  provisions  of  §  1079.7(b)(1) 
of  the  Iowa  milk  order. 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
58131)  concerning  a  proposed  decrease 
in  the  shipping  requirements  for  pool 
supply  plants  for  the  months  of 
September,  October  and  November 
1980.  The  public  was  afforded  the 
opportunity  to  comment  on  the  proposal 
by  submitting  written  data,  views  and 


arguments.  Two  comments  were 
received  in  favor  of  the  proposal  and 
three  comments  opposed  the  proposal. 

After  the  consideration  of  all  relevant 
material,  including  the  proposal  set  forth 
in  the  aforesaid  notice,  data,  views  and 
arguments  Hied,  and  other  available 
information,  it  is  hereby  found  and 
determined  that  for  the  months  of 
October  and  November  1980,  the  supply 
plant  shipping  percentages  should  be 
lowered  10  percentage  points  to  25 
percent  for  each  month. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1079.7(b)(1)  the  supply  plant  shipping 
percentages  set  forth  in  §  1079.7(b)  may 
be  increased  or  decreased  by  the 
Director  of  the  Dairy  Division  by  up  to 
10  percentage  points  during  any  month 
to  encourage  additional  milk  shipments 
to  pool  distributing  plants  or  to  remove 
the  need  for  milk  shipments  to  such  ■ 
plants  merely  to  qualify  a  supply  plant. 

For  the  13-month  period  of  June  1979 
through  July  1980,  proponent  has  been 
“back-hauling”  an  average  of  1.3  million 
pounds  of  milk  per  month  from  a  pool 
distributing  plant.  This  means  that  milk 
is  hauled  to  the  plant  for  use  there,  but 
that  some  of  it  that  is  not  needed  is 
hauled  back  to  the  supply  plant.  Since 
March  1980,  the  quantity  of  milk  that 
was  backhauled  increased  very 
substantially.  This  resulted  because  the 
quantity  of  milk  needed  by  proponent's 
customers  did  not  change  signiRcantly 
during  the  period,  while  the  producer 
receipts  delivered  to  proponent’s  plant 
increased  very  substantially.  The  impact 
of  the  back-hauling  has  been  to  assure 
the  continued  pooling  of  the  supply 
plant  which  has  regularly  supplied  the 
market.  If  the  supply  plant  shipping 
percentages  are  not  reduced,  as 
provided  herein,  the  uneconomic 
movement  of  milk  to  assure  pooling  for 
proponent’s  plant,  and  any  others 
similarly  affected,  will  have  to  continue 
during  October  and  November. 

Producer  milk  receipts  in  the  Iowa 
market  during  Januai^  through  July  1980 
were  about  13  percent  over  such 
receipts  a  year  ago,  while  Class  I  sales 
were  down  about  one  percent.  With 
increased  milk  supplies  for  the  market 
that  are  not  matched  by  greater  Class  1 
sales,  a  lesser  percentage  of  supply 
plant  milk  should  be  needed  to  meet  the 
fluid  requirements  of  distributing  plants. 
Accordingly,  it  is  appropriate  to  reduce 
the  pool  supply  plant  shipping 
percentages  for  October  and  November. 

It  will  not  be  necessary  to  change  the 
shipping  percentage  for  September 
because  §  1079.7(c)  of  the  order  provides 
for  a  one  month  automatic  pool 
qualification  for  a  pool  plant  which 
otherwise  might  not  qualify  for  pooling. 
This  should  assure  pooling  for 
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proponent's  supply  plant,  and  any  other 
pool  plants  similarly  affected,  for  the 
month  of  September.  Providing  the 
reduction  for  October  and  November 
will  afford  all  parties  adequate 
knowledge  for  adjusting  their  operations 
accordingly. 

The  proposed  reduction  was 
supported  by  another  proprietary 
handler  supplying  the  market. 

Three  cooperative  associations 
opposed  the  request  on  the  basis  that  (1) 
seasonally  declining  milk  production 
and  increased  Class  I  sales  will  render 
the  suspension  unnecessary,  (2) 
producers  whose  milk  is  not  needed  can 
be  pooled  under  the  Upper  Midwest 
order,  and  (3)  the  suspension  would 
open  the  door  to  a  flood  of  milk  supplies 
for  the  market.  In  view  of  the  particular 
supply-sales  situation  in  the  market,  we 
conclude  that  the  basis  of  opposition  is 
not  sufficiently  persuasive  to  deny  the 
temporary  revision. 

The  shipping  percentage  reductions 
are  aimed  at  facilitating  the  delivery  of 
milk  to  the  market  from  supply  plants 
for  Class  I  without  requiring  uneconomic 
shipments  merely  for  pooling  purposes. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  supply-demand 
conditions  in  the  market  warrant  a 
lowering  of  the  shipping  requirements, 
as  set  forth  above,  on  a  temporary  basis. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
thirty  days’  notice  of  the  effective  date 
hereof  is  impractical,  unnecessary,  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interests  in  that: 

(a)  This  temporary  revision  is 
necessary  to  reflect  current  marketing 
conditions  and  to  maintain  orderly 
marketing  conditions  in  the  marketing 
area  for  the  months  of  October  and 
November  1980: 

(b)  This  temporary  revision  does  not 
require  of  persons  affected  substantial 
or  extensive  preparation  prior  to  the 
effective  date;  and 

(c)  Notice  of  the  proposed  temporary 
revision  was  given  interested  parties 
and  they  were  afforded  opportunity  to 
file  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
concerning  this  temporary  revision. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  temporary  revision  effective 
October  1. 1980. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  the 
aforesaid  provisions  of  the  order  are 
hereby  revised  for  the  months  of 
October  and  November  1980. 

(Secs.  1-19.  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674)) 

Effective  date:  October  1, 1980. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  September 

17. 1980. 

H.  L.  Forest, 

Director,  Dairy  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29262  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
7  CFR  Part  1421 

[CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regulations, 
1979— Crop  Barley  Supplement,  Admt.  1] 

1979  Crop  Barley  Loan  and  Purchase 
Program;  Correction 

agency:  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Correction  of  final  rule. _ 

SUMMARY:  The  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  is  correcting  a 
typographical  error  which  appeared  in 
its  loan  and  purchase  program 
regulations  for  barley  for  the  1979  crop. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 
Thomas  Fink,  (202)  447-7923. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
correction  is  as  follows: 

In  FR  Doc.  80-25144  appearing  on 
page  55141  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Tuesday,  August  19, 1980,  the  following 
change  should  be  made: 

On  page  44143  under  Montana  correct 
to  read  "Silver  Bow”  from  “Siver  Bow.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 

15, 1980. 

Bill  Cherry, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President,  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

|FR  Doc  80-29135  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  341(M)5-M 


7  CFR  Part  1421 

(CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regulations,  1979 
Crop  Corn  Supplement,  Arndt.  1] 

1979  Crop  Corn  Loan  and  Purchase 
Program;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Correction  to  final  rule. 

summary:  The  CCC  is  making 
corrections  to  the  list  of  counties  for 
several  states  because  of  typograhical 
errors.  Also,  three  counties  are  added  to 
the  list  which  were  inadvertently 
omitted  before. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  Fink,  (202)  447-7923. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
changes  are  as  set  forth  below: 

In  FR  Doc  80-25141  appearing  at  page 
55144  in  the  Federal  Register  of 


Tuesday,  August  19, 1980,  the  following 
changes  should  be  made: 

1.  On  page  55144  under  Colorado, 
correct  to  read  “Sedgwick”  from 
"Sedgewick.” 

2.  On  page  55145  under  Illinois, 
correct  to  read  "Tazewell”  from 
“Tazwell.” 

3.  On  page  55146  under  Kansas, 
correct  to  read  “Greeley”  from  “Greely.” 

4.  On  page  55146  under  Michigan, 
correct  to  read  “Missaukee”  from 
“Misaukee.” 

5.  On  page  55147  under  Missouri, 
correct  to  read  “Moniteau”  from 
',‘Montineau.” 

6.  On  page  55147  under  Missouri, 
correct  to  read  “Ste.  Genevieve”  from 
“St.  Genevieve.” 

7.  On  page  55148  under  Ohio,  correct 
to  read  “Ashtabula”  from  “Ashatabula.” 

8.  On  page  55148  under  Ohio,  correct 
to  read  “Coshocton”  from  “Coshoctan.” 

9.  On  page  55148  under  Ohio  add: 
Washington — $2.23. 

10.  On  page  55148  under  Oklahoma'^ 
add:  Harmon — $2.20. 

11.  On  page  55148  under  South  Dakota 
add:  Sanborn — $1.79. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 

15, 1980. 

Bill  Cherry, ' 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President,  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29131  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-05-M 


7  CFR  Part  1421 

[CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regulations,  1979 
Crop  Oats  Supplement,  Arndt.  1] 

1979  Crop  Oats  Loan  and  Purchase 
Program;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Correction  to  final  rule. 

summary:  The  CCC  is  making  a 
correction  to  a  typographical  error 
which  appeared  in  list  under  the  State  of 
Nebraska. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  Fink,  (202)  447-7923. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

change  is  as  follows; 

In  FR  Doc.  80-25146  appearing  at  page 
55153  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Tuesday,  August  19, 1980,  the  following 
change  should  be  made: 

On  page  55156  under  Nebraska, 
correct  to  read  “Morrill”  from  “Merrill.” 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 

15, 1980. 

Bill  Cherry, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President,  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29134  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-05-M 


7  CFR  Part  1421 

[CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regulations,  1979 
Crop  Sorghum  Suppiement,  Arndt.  1] 

1979  Crop  Sorghum  Loan  and 
Purchase  Program;  Correction 

agency:  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Correction  to  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  CCC  is  making  two 
typographical  errors  in  the  list  of 
counties  for  the  States  of  Arkansas  and 
California.  These  errors  appeared  in  the 
1979  sorghum  crop  loan  and  purchase 
program  regulations. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Thomas  Fink,  (202)  447-7923. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
corrections  are  as  set  forth  below: 

In  FR  Doc.  80-25148  appearing  at  page 
55149  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Tuesday,  August  19, 1980,  the  following 
changes  should  be  made: 

1.  On  page  55150  under  Arkansas, 
correct  to  read  “Ouachita"  from 
“Quachita.” 

2.  On  page  55150  under  California, 
correct  to  read  “Inyo"  from  “Invo." 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 

15, 1980. 

Bill  Cherry, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President.  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29133  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-05-M 


7  CFR  Part  1421 

ICCC  Grain  Price  Support  Reguiations,  1979 
Crop  Wheat  Supplement,  Arndt.  11 

1979  Crop  Wheat  Loan  and  Purchase 
Program;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
USDA. 

action:  Correction  to  final  rule. 
SUMMARY:  The  CCC  is  making  a 
typographical  correction  to  the  table  of 
counties  under  the  State  of  North 
Dakota  which  appeared  in  its  1979 
wheat  crop  loan  and  purchase  program 
regulations. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  Fink,  (202)  447-7923. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

correction  reads  as  follows: 


In  FR  Doc.  80-25147  appearing  at  page 
55159  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Tuesday,  August  19, 1980,  the  following 
change  should  be  made: 

On  page  55163  under  North  Dakota, 
correct  to  read  “Eddy"  from  “Kiddy.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 

15. 1980. 

Bill  Cherry, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President,  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29132  Filed  9-19-80. 8:45  am] 

BILLINO  CODE  3410-05-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  50 

Domestic  Licensing  of  Production  and 
Utilization  Facilities;  Primary  Reactor 
Containment  Leakage  Testing  for 
Water-Cooled  Power  Reactors 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  is  amending  the 
portion  of  one  of  its  regulations  that 
proWdes  requirements  for  leak  testing  of 
containment  building  air  locks  in  order 
to  permit  greater  flexibility  for  such 
testing  in  the  case  of  frequent  use  of  the 
air  locks. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  22, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

E.  G.  Arndt,  Office  of  Standards 
Development,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555 
(301^43-5997). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January,  11, 1980,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  2330)  a  proposed 
amendment  to  its  regulation  10  CFR  Part 
50,  “Licensing  of  Production  and 
Utilization  Facilities”  which  would 
amend  Appendix  J,  “Primary  Reactor 
Containment  Leakage  Testing  for 
Water-Cooled  Reactors,”  with  regard  to 
Type  B  testing  requirements.  Interested 
persons  were  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  by  February  25, 1980.  Three 
sets  of  comments  were  received.  After 
consideration  of  the  comments  received 
and  other  factors  involved,  the 
Commission  has  adopted  the 
amendment  to  Appendix  J,  10  CFR  Part 
50,  as  published  for  public  comment. 

Copies  of  the  comments,  an  abstract 
of  comments  containing  staff  responses, 
and  the  value/impact  analysis 
supporting  the  rule,  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC.  Single  copies 


may  be  obtained  on  request  from  the 
Office  of  Standards  Development,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20555,  Attention:  E.  G. 
Arndt. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
and  sections  552  and  553,  title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  the  following 
amendment  to  10  CFR  Part  50  is 
published  as  a  document  subject  to 
codification. 

Appendix  J  to  10  CFR  Part  50  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  II1.D.2  to 
read  as  follows: 

III.  Leakage  Testing  Requirements 
***** 

D.  Periodic  retest  schedule — 

***** 

2.  Type  B  Tests. 

(a)  Type  B  tests,  except  tests  for  air  locks, 
shall  be  performed  during  reactor  shutdown 
for  refueling,  or  other  convenient  intervals, 
but  in  no  case  at  intervals  greater  than  2 
years.  If  opened  following  a  Type  A  or  B  test, 
containment  penetrations  subject  to  Type  B 
testing  shall  be  Type  B  tested  prior  to 
returning  the  reactor  to  an  operating  mode 
requiring  containment  integrity.  For  primary 
reactor  containment  penetrations  employing 
a  continuous  leakage  monitoring  system. 

Type  B  tests,  except  for  tests  of  air  locks, 
may,  notwithstanding  the  test  schedule 
specified  imder  III.D.1.,  be  performed  every 
other  reactor  shutdown  for  refueling  but  in  no 
case  at  intervals  greater  than  3  years. 

(b) (i)  Air  locks  shall  be  tested  prior  to 
Initial  fuel  loading  and  at  6-month  intervals 
thereafter  at  an  internal  pressure  not  less 
than  P,. 

(ii)  Air  locks  opened  during  periods  when 
containment  integrity  is  not  required  by  the 
plant's  Technical  SpeciHcations  shall  be 
tested  at  the  end  of  such  periods  at  not  less 
than  P,. 

(iii)  Air  locks  opened  during  periods  when 
containment  integrity  is  required  by  the 
plant's  Technical  Specifications  shall  be 
tested  within  3  days  after  being  opened.  For 
air  lock  doors  opened  more  frequently  than 
once  every  3  days,  the  air  lock  shall  be  tested 
at  least  once  every  3  days  during  the  period 
of  frequent  openings.  For  air  lock  doors 
having  testable  seals,  testing  the  seals  fulfills 
the  3-day  test  requirements.  In  the  event  that 
the  testing  for  this  3-day  interval  cannot  be  at 
P.,  the  test  pressure  shall  be  as  stated  in  the 
Technical  SpeciHcations.  Air  lock  door  seal 
testing  shall  not  be  substituted  for  the  6- 
month  test  of  the  entire  air  lock  at  not  less 
than  P,. 

(iv)  The  acceptance  criteria  for  air  lock 
testing  shall  be  stated  in  the  Technical 
Specifications. 

***** 

(Secs.  103, 104, 161i,  Pub.  L  83-703;  68  Stat. 
936,  937,  948  (42  U.S.C.  2133,  2134,  2201(i)); 
Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  93-438,  88  Stat.  1242,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  5841}) 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.  this  9th  day  of 
September  1980. 
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For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
William  ].  Dircks, 

Acting  Executive  Director  for  Operations. ' 

(Ml  Doc.  80-29174  Filed  9-19-60:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-CE-30-AD;  Arndt.  39-3916] 

Beech  Model  76  Series  Airplanes; 
Airworthiness  Directive 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  Rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  that 
requires  initial  and  repetitive  inspection 
of  the  lower  engine  mount  members  for 
cracks  on  certain  Beech  Model  76  series 
airplanes.  This  action  is  necessary  to 
better  ensure  the  ability  of  the  engine 
mount  structure  to  carry  design  loads. 
Failure  of  this  structure  may  result  in 
separation  of  the  engine  from  the 
airplane. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25, 1980. 
compliance:  As  prescribed  in  the  body 
of  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  Cracked  engine  mounts 
discovered  as  a  result  of  any  inspection 
required  by  this  AD  will  be  handled  on 
an  individual  basis  by  Beech  Aircraft 
Corporation,  Sales  and  Service 
Department,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901; 
Telephone  Number  (316)  624-1613. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Don  L  Williams,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Aircraft  Certification  Program,  Room 
238,  Terminal  Building  2299,  Mid- 
Continent  Airport,  Wichita,  Kans.  67209; 
Telephone  (316)  942-4219. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Reports 
have  been  received  of  cracked  engine 
mounts  on  Beech  Model  76  airplanes. 
These  cracks  occurred  in  the  two  lower 
tubes  of  each  engine  mount  assembly 
which  extend  from  the  firewall  to  the 
lower  engine  mounting  pads.  The  areas 
in  question  are  located  just  aft  of  the 
welded  gusset  on  the  forward  end  of  the 
tubes.  This  condition  affects  the  ability 
of  the  engine  mount  structure  to  carry 
design  loads.  Failure  of  this  structure 
may  result  in  separation  of  the  engine 
from  the  airplane.  The  airplane 
manufacturer  has  issued  service 
instructions  specifying  initial  and 
repetitive  dye  penetrant  and  visual 
inspections  of  the  lower  engine  mount 
tubes  on  Beech  Model  76  airplanes. 
Since  the  condition  described  herein  is 


likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other 
airplanes  of  the  same  type  design,  an 
AD  is  being  issued,  applicable  to  Beech 
Model  76  airplanes,  requiring  an  initial 
dye  penetrant  inspection  of  the  subject 
engine  mount  for  cracks,  and  thereafter 
repetitive  inspections  of  the  mount  by 
visual  and  dye  penetrant  means.  The. 
airplane  manufacturer’s  service 
instructions  are  not  referenced  in  the 
AD  since  it  permits  discontinuance  of 
the  aforementioned  inspections  upon 
installation  of  a  modification  kit  which 
has  not  yet  been  shown  to  eliminate  the 
failure. 

Since  a  situation  exists  which  requires 
expeditious  adoption  of  the  amendment, 
notice  and  public  procedure  under  5 
U.S.C.  553(b)  is  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  thirty  (30)  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

Beech;  Applies  to  Model  76  series  airplaxee 
(serial  numbers  ME-1  and  up) 
certificated  in  all  categories,  that  have 
100  hours  or  more  time-in-service. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  ensure  the  integrity  of  the  engine  mount 
structure,  accomplish  the  following: 

(A)  Within  the  next  50  hours  time-in¬ 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  and 
thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  100  hours 
time-in-service,  accomplish  the  following; 

1.  Remove  the  engine  cowlings  in 
accordance  with  instructions  in  the  Aircraft 
Manufacturer’s  Maintenance  Manual. 

2.  Perform  a  dye  penetrant  inspection  of  the 
two  lower  tubes  of  each  engine  mount 
assembly  which  extend  from  the  firewall  to 
the  lower  engine-mounting  pads  in 
accordance  with  FAA  Advisory  Circular 
AC43.13-1A,  paying  particular  attention  to 
the  area  just  aft  of  the  gusset  on  the  forward 
end  of  the  tubes. 

Note. — ^Thoroughly  clean  and  degrease  the 
area  to  be  inspected;  however,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  remove  the  paint. 

(B)  Each  50  hours  time-in-service  after  the 
dye  penetrant  inspections  required  by 
(Paragraph  A),  visually  inspect  the  same 
areas  of  the  lower  engine  mount  tubes. 

(C)  Prior  to  further  flight,  repair  any  cracks 
detected  in  the  engine  mount  lower  tubes,  as 
a  result  of  any  inspection  required  by  this 
AD.  Contact  the  Sales  and  Service 
Department,  Beech  Aircraft  Corporation, 
Liberal,  Kansas  69701,  Telephone  (316)  624- 
1613,  for  repair  instructions. 

(D)  The  time-in-service  for  the  inspections 
required  herein  may  be  adjusted  up  to  10 
hours  to  facilitate  accomplishing  the 


inspections  concurrent  with  other  scheduled 
maintenance  on  the  airplane. 

(E)  Any  equivalent  means  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Aircraft  Certification  Program,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Room  238,  Terminal 
Building  2299,  Mid-Continent  Airport, 

Wichita,  Kansas  67209,  Telephone  (316)  942- 
4285. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  25, 1980. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C. 
1354(a].  1421  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c]  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  Sec. 
11.89  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Sec.  11.89)) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February  26, 1979). 
A  copy  of  the  final  evaluation  prepared  for 
this  document  is  contained  in  the  docket.  A 
copy  of  it  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to 
FAA,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Room 
1558,  Central  Region,  601  East  12th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
September  9, 1980. 

Paul  J.  Baker, 

Director,  Central  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  80-28965  Filed  9-l»-8ft  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No  20290;  Arndt.  39-3923] 

Fokker  Model  F-27  Series  Airplanes; 
Airworthiness  Directive 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that 
requires  replacement  of  unshielded 
electrical  wire  in  the  propeller  auto¬ 
feathering  circuit  with  shielded  wire  and 
segregation  of  some  wires  on  certain 
plugs  and  receptacles  in  the  auto¬ 
feathering  circuit  on  Fokker  Model  F-27 
series  airplanes.  The  AD  is  needed  to 
prevent  inadvertent  activation  of  the 
propeller  auto-feathering  circuit  which 
could  result  in  an  unwanted  auto¬ 
feathering  of  the  propeller  during  flight, 
adversely  affecting  control  of  the 
airplanes. 

DATES:  Effective  October  22, 1980. 
Compliance  schedule — as  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from: 

FOKKER- VFW,  Technical  Publication 
Dept.,  P.O.  Box  7600,  Schiphol-Oost,  The 
Netherlands. 
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A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket,  Room 
916,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  Christie,  Chief,  Aircraft  Certification 
Sta^,  AEU-100,  Europe,  Africa  East 
OfHce,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
c/o  American  Embassy,  Brussels, 
Belgium,  Telephone:  513.38.30,  or  C. 
Chapman,  Chief,  Technical  Standards 
Branch,  AWS-110,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenus,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591, 
Telephone:  (202)  426-8192. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 
proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  requiring 
replacement  of  unshielded  electrical 
wire  in  the  propeller  auto-feathering 
circuit  on  certain  Fokker  Model  F-27 
series  airplanes  with  shielded  wire,  and 
segregation  of  some  wires  on  certain 
plugs  and  receptacles  in  the  feathering 
circuit,  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  45  FR  28149.  The  proposal 
was  prompted  by  an  FAA  determination 
that,  on  certain  serial  number  Fokker 
Model  F-27  series  airplanes,  the 
propeller  auto-feathering  system  wiring 
between  the  firewall  and  the  cockpit 
pedestal,  and  between  the  engine 
firewall  and  partial  pressure  bulkhead  is 
unshielded,  thereby  reducing  its 
protection  against  inadvertent  or 
unwanted  feathering  which  could  occur 
in  any  regime  of  airplane  operation  and 
adversely  affect  control  of  the  airplane. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  amendment.  The  only 
comment  received  favored  the  proposed 
AD.  Accordingly  the  proposal  is  adopted 
without  substantive  change.  Clarifying 
language  has  been  added  concerning  the 
applicability  statement  and  the  FAA- 
approved  equivalent  to  the 
manufacturer’s  service  bulletin. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

Fokker- VFW  b.v.  Applies  to  Model  F-27 
series  airplanes,  serial  numbers  10105 
through  10248,  which  have  incorporated 
Fokker  Service  Bulletin  F27/61-9(G6), 
serial  numbers  10249  through  10518, 
except  for  airplanes  which  have  Fokker 
Service  Bulletin  F27/61-10(G7) 
incorporated,  and  serial  numbers  10519 
through  10553,  certificated  in  all 
categories. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 


To  prevent  propeller  auto-feathering 
caused  by  inadvertent  potential  being 
introduced  into  the  propeller  auto-feathering 
circuit,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  the  next  500  hours  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  for 
airplane  serial  numbers  10105  through  10248 
if  Fokker  Service  Bulletin  F27/61-9(G6)  has 
been  incorporated,  and  for  airplane  serial 
numbers  10249  through  10518  if  Fokker 
Service  Bulletin  F27/61-10(G7)  has  not  been 
incorporated,  rework  the  cockpit  floor  and 
wiring  in  the  receptacles,  replace,  route,  and 
connect  new  wiring,  and  finish  shielding  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  2. 
“Accomplishment  Instructions,”  General  and 
Part  I  of  Fokker  Service  Bulletin  F27/61-29, 
re\ision  2,  dated  March  1, 1979,  or  an  FAA- 
approved  equivalent. 

(b)  Within  the  next  500  hours  time  in 
seiv'ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  for 
airplane  serial  numbers  10249  through  10518 
except  for  airplanes  which  have  Fo^er 
Ser\'ice  Bulletin  F27/81-10(G7)  incorporated, 
install  new  shielded  wires  between  ^e 
engine  firewall  and  the  partial  pressure 
bulkhead  in  accordance  with  Fokker  Service 
Bulletin  F27/61-35  dated  March  23, 1979,  or 
an  FAA-approved  equivalent 

(c)  Within  the  next  500  hours  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  for 
airplane  serial  numbers  10519  through  10553, 
rework  the  cockpit  floor  and  wiring  in  the 
receptacles,  replace,  route,  and  connect  new 
wiring,  and  finish  shielding  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  2.  “Accomplishment 
Instructions,”  General  and  Part  II  of  Fokker 
Service  Bulletin  F27/61-29,  revision  2,  dated 
March  1, 1979,  or  an  FAA-approved 
equivalent. 

(d)  If  an  equivalent  means  of  compliance  is 
used  in  complying  with  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  or 
(c)  of  this  AD,  that  equivalent  must  be 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Certification 
Staff,  AEU-100,  Europe,  Africa,  and  Middle 
East  Office,  FAA,  c/o  American  Embassy, 
Brussels,  Belgium. 

Note,— There  is  a  typographical  error  on 
page  4  of  Fokker  Service  Bulletin  F27/61-29, 
revision  2,  dated  March  1, 1979.  Aircraft 
serial  nmnbers  10150  to  10248  inclusive  listed 
in  the  first  column  of  the  replacement  wire 
table  should  be  changed  to  read  10105  to 
10248  inclusive. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
October  22, 1980. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c],  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)];  14 
CFR  11.89} 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
A  copy  of  the  evaluation  prepared  for  this 
action  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  C. 
Chapman,  Acting  Chief,  Technical  Standards 
Branch,  AWS-110,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  September 
11, 1980. 

Joseph  A.  Pontecorvo, 

Acting  Director  of  Airworthiness. 

(FR  Doc.  80-28968  Filed  9-19-80-.  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

(Docket  No.  80-GL-08-AD;  Arndt.  39-3919] 

JET  Electronics  and  Technology,  Inc., 
RNAV  Systems;  Airworthiness 
Directives 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  publishes  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  makes  effective  as 
to  all  persons  an  amendment  adopting  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  which 
was  previously  made  effective  on  all 
aircraft  with  certain  JET  Electronics  and 
Technology  RNAV  Systems  by  airmail 
letter  dated  April  24, 1980.  This  AD  is 
prompted  by  flight  evaluation  and 
subsequent  engineering  investigation 
which  have  disclosed  possible 
significant  navigational  inaccuracies 
and  requires  the  installation  of  a  placard 
prohibiting  use  of  these  systems  for 
RNAV  IFR  operation. 

DATES:  Effective  September  25, 1980. 
Compliance  schedule — ^As  prescribed  in 
body  of  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  A  copy  of  the  applicable 
Service  Bulletin,  SB501-1279-4,  SB501- 
1280-4,  or  SB501-1207-10,  may  be 
obtained  from  JET  Electronics  and 
Technology,  Inc.,  5353  52nd  Street, 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Copies  of 
the  service  information  are  contained  in 
the  Rules  Docket,  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel,  2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des 
Plaines,  Ill.  60018;  and  at  FAA 
Headquarters,  Room  916,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Donald  Michal,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  AGL-213,  Flight 
Standards  Division,  FAA,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Ill.  60018, 
telephone  (312)  694-4500,  extension  460. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  JET 
Electronics  and  Technology,  Inc.,  has 
determined  that  their  Models  DAC-2000 
and  DAC-7000  Area  Navigation  (RNAV) 
Systems  have  possible  significant 
navigational  inaccuracies,  which,  if 
uncorrected,  could  cause  aircraft  using 
either  of  these  systems  for  IFR  operation 
to  possibly  conflict  with  other  IFR 
traffic.  Since  this  condition  could  occur 
in  any  of  these  systems,  an 
Airworthiness  Directive  is  being  issued 
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which  requires  the  installation  of  a 
placard  prohibiting  the  use  of  these 
systems  for  RNAV IFR  operation.  Since 
a  situation  exists  that  requires  the 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  immediately.  Since 
the  possibility  of  this  condition 
continues  to  exist,  the  AD  is  hereby 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as  an 
amendment  to  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  make  it 
effective  to  all  persons. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended, 
by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

)ET  Electronics  and  Technology,  Inc.  Applies 
to  all  Model  DAC-2000  and  DAC-ZOOO 
Area  Navigation  (RNAV)  Systems. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated  unless 
already  accon^lished.  To  prevent  possible 
conflict  with  other  IFR  teffiG,  aoeompkefa  the 
following: 

Prin-  to  next  flight,  inetaB  a  placard  [V*" 
letters)  adjacent  to  the  control  display  unit  to 
read  as  follows:  ‘•RNAV  IFR  OimA’nON 
NOT  AUTHORIZFD." 

Once  these  systems  have  been  modihed  in 
accordance  with  jet  Service  Bulletin  No. 
SB501-1279-4,  SB501-128(M.  or  SB501-1207- 
10,  as  applicable,  and  an  appropriate  aircraft 
records  entry  made,  the  placard  required  by 
this  AD  may  be  removed. 

This  amendment  becomes  eHective 
September  25, 1980  as  to  all  persons 
except  those  to  whom  it  was  made 
immediately  effective  by  airmail  letter 
dated  April  24, 1980,  which  contained 
this  amendment. 

(Secs.  313(a],  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C,  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
considered  to  be  significant  under  Executive 
Order  12044,  as  implemented  by  Department 
of  Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
In  addition,  the  expected  impact  is  so 
minimal  that  this  action  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  )une  3, 
1980. 

Wayne ).  Barlow, 

Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-28962  Filed  9-l»-a0;  8:46  ain| 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-WE-43-AD;  Arndt.  39-3917] 

McDonnell  Douglas  Model  DC  8-60 
Series  Airplanes;  Airworthiness 
Directives 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  which 
requires  inspection  and  modification,  if 
necessary,  of  airplane  interiors  in 
vicinity  of  Type  I  Emergency  Exit  Door 
handles  oh  McDonnell  Douglas  Model 
DC  8-60  series  airplanes.  The  AD  is 
needed  to  prevent  Type  I  Emergency 
Exit  Door  handle  from  being  obstructed 
which  could  result  in  emergency  exit 
being  unuseable. 

DATES:  Effective  September  25, 1980. 
Compliance  schedule.  Initial  compliance 
required  within  15  days  from  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
information  may  be  obtained  from: 
McDoimeU  Dov^as  Corporation,  3855 
Lakewood  Boulevard,  Long  Beech, 
California  90846,  Attn:  Director, 
Publications  and  Training,  Cl-750-(54- 
60). 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  service 
information  may  be  reviewed  at,  or  a 
copy  obtained  from:  Rules  Docket  in 
Room  916,  FAA,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591, 
or  Rules  Docket  in  Room  6W14,  FAA 
Western  Region,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Hawthorne,  California  90261. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Robert  T.  Razzeto,  Executive  Secretary, 
Airworthiness  Directive  Review  Board, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Western  Region,  P.O.  Box  92007,  World 
Way  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90009.  Telephone:  (213)  536- 
6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
has  been  a  report  that  during  an 
emergency  evacuation,  one  Type  I 
Emergency  Exit  Door  (Jetescape)  could 
not  be  opened.  Investigations  revealed 
that  this  condition  could  exist  on  DC-8- 
60  series  convertible  cargo/passenger 
aircraft  with  retractable  overhead  hat 
racks.  The  exit  door  handle  stop  can 
contact  the  retractable  hat  rack  hinge 
support  and  this  interference  will  not 
allow  the  door  handle  to  rotate 
downward  to  open  the  exit.  Review  of 
other  DC  8-60  series  aircraft  limited  to 
passenger  interiors  revealed  that  a 
similar  situation  can  exist  if  the  interior 
trim  immediately  inboard  of  the  handle 
stops  protrudes  into  the  area  which  the 
handle  stops  must  clear  to  allow  the 


door  handle  to  rotate  downward  and 
release  the  exit  door. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for-making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended, 
by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

McDonnell  Douglas:  Applies  to  DC  8-61 /- 
63/-61CF/-62CF/-63CF  airplanes  in 
passenger  conbguration  with  jetescape 
doors. 

To  prevent  the  Type  I  Emergency  Exit  door 
handle  from  being  obstructed  in  its  travel  to 
open  the  exit  door  accomplish  the  following, 
unless  already  accomplished: 

(a)  Within  the  next  15  days  from  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD; 

(1)  On  DC  8-61CF/-62CF  and  -OBCF 
akerak,  inspect  each  Type  I  Emwgencv  Exit 
door  handle  for  inteiferenoe  with  the  hisge 
support.  If  mterferenee  exists  Modify  trim  per 
McDonnell  Douglas  Alert  Service  Bulletin  A- 
25-230  dated  August  14, 1980,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  MDC  Alert  Service  Bulletin  A- 
25-230. 

(2)  On  DC  a-6l/-63/-6lCF/-62CF/-63CF 
airplanes,  inspect  each  Type  1  Emergency 
Exit  door  handle  for  interference  with  trim. 
Modify  trim  to  clear  obstructions  in 
accordance  with  MDC  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
A-25-230. 

(b)  Aircraft  currently  in  cargo  configuration 
must  be  inspected  and,  if  interference  exists, 
modify  trim  per  MDC  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
A-25-230  prior  to  return  to  passenger  service. 

(c)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  airplanes  to  a  base  for  the 
accomplishment  of  inspections  required  by 
this  AD. 

(d)  Alternative  inspections,  modifications 
or  other  actions  which  provide  an  equivalent 
level  of  safety  may  be  used  when  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division, 
FAA  Western  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  25, 1980. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  final  regulation  which  is 
not  considered  to  be  significant  under 
Executive  Order  12044  as  implemented  by 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26. 1979). 
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Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
September  8. 1980. 

John  D.  Mattsoy, 

Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  60-28964  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-WE-25;  Arndt.  39-3915) 

Piper  Model  600  Series  Airplanes; 
Airworthiness  Directives 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  Amendment  supersedes 
a  currently  effective  Airworthiness 
Directive  (AD)  which  requires 
inspection  for  cracks  and  replacement  if 
necessary,  of  horizontal  and  vertical 
stabilizer  attach  fittings  on  Piper  Model 
600  Series  airplanes.  This  amendment 
limits  the  effectivity  and  establishes 
crack  limits. 

dates:  Effective  September  25, 1960. 
Compliance  schedule — As  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 
addresses:  The  applicable  service 
information  may  be  obtained  from:  Piper 
Aircraft  Corporation,  Santa  Maria 
Division,  Customer  Services,  Santa 
Maria,  California  93454,  Telephone:  (805) 
922-0303. 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  service 
information  may  be  reviewed  at,  or  a 
copy  obtained  from:  Rules  Docket  in 
Room  916,  FAA,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591, 
or  Rules  Docket  in  Room  6W14,  FAA 
Western  Region,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Hawthorne,  California  90261. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jerry  Presba,  Executive  Secretary, 
Airworthiness  Directive  Review  Board, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Western  Region,  P.O.  Box  92007,  World 
Way  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90009.  Telephone:  (213)  536- 
6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION*. 

Amendment  39-3835  (45  FR  46346)  AD 
80-12-08  requires  inspection  for  cracks 
and  replacement  if  cracked,  of  the 
horizontal  and  vertical  stabilizer  attach 
fittings  on  Piper  Model  600  series 
airplanes.  After  issuing  Amendment  39- 
3835  additional  structural  testing  has 
been  conducted  which  the  FAA  has 
determined  constitutes  an  adequate 
basis  for  revision  of  the  originally 
specified  inspection  and  replacement 
criteria.  Therefore  the  AD  is  being 
superseded  by  a  new  AD  that  increases 
the  inspection  interval,  limits 
applicability,  deletes  reporting 


requirements  and  establishes  crack 
limits. 

Since  this  amendment  relieves  a 
restriction  and  imposes  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended,  by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive. 

Piper  (Ted  Smith):  Applies  to  Aerostar  Model 
600,  601,  and  601P  airplanes  Serial  Nos. 
0001  through  0807  certiHcated  in  all 
^  categories. 

To  prevent  possible  loss  of  control  due  to 
structural  failure  of  the  vertical  and 
horizontal  stabilizer  aft  attach  fittings, 
accomplish  the  following. 

(a)  Within  100  hours’  time  in  service  since 
the  last  dye  penetrant  or  visual  inspection  or 
within  5  hours’  time  in  service  from  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  if  no  dye  penetrant 
or  visual  inspection  previously  accomplished, 
visually  inspect  the  aft  horizontal  and 
vertical  stabilizer  attach  fittings  for  cracks 
per  part  I. A  of  Piper  Service  Bulletin  600-88A 
dated  July  29, 1980. 

(b)  If  any  crack  extends  into  the  web  area 
of  the  fitting,  replace  cracked  part  with  like 
serviceable  part  and  replace  fasteners  using 
fasteners  specified  in  Piper  Kit  SB  600-88  or 
Kit  SB  600-88A. 

(c)  If  more  than  3  cracks  are  found  in  the 
flange  area,  replace  cracked  part  with  like 
serviceable  part  and  replace  attach  fitting 
flange  fasteners  using  fasteners  specified  in 
Piper  Kit  SB  600-88  or  Kit  SB  600-88A. 

(d)  If  three  (3)  or  less  cracks  are  found  in 
the  Ranges  in  any  one  Rtting  and  do  not 
extend  into  the  web  area  of  the  fitting,  within 
200  hours’  time  in  service  or  180  days 
whichever  occurs  sooner  from  discovery  of 
cracks,  replace  the  Rtting  and  fitting  fasteners 
using  fasteners  specified  in  Piper  Kit  SB600- 
88  or  Kit  SB600-88A. 

(e)  Alternative  Inspections,  modifications 
or  other  actions  which  provide  an  equivalent 
level  of  safety  may  be  used  when  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division, 
FAA  Western  Region. 

This  supersedes  Amendment  39-3835 
(45  FR  46346),  AD  80-12-08. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  25, 1980. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c]  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  final  regulation  which  is 
not  considered  to  be  significant  under 
Executive  Order  12004  as  implemented  by 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034:  February  26, 1979). 


Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
September  8, 1980. 

John  D.  Mattsoy, 

Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  80-28966  Filed  9-10-60;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-NE-09;  Arndt.  39-39181 

Sikorsky  S-76A  Helicopters 
Certificated  in  All  Categories; 
Airworthiness  Directives 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  amends  an 
existing  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  the  Sikorsky  S-76A  series 
helicopter,- that  requires  initial  and 
repetitive  inspections  and  replacement, 
as  necessary,  of  the  main  transmission 
support  beam.  This  amendment  provides 
for  an  inspection  procedure  for  aircraft 
that  have  the  76070-20012-012  kit 
installed.  The  kit  obscures  the  main 
transmission  support  beams  so  that  they 
cannot  be  inspected  per  AD  80-06-01. 
DATES:  Effective  September  22, 1980. 
Compliance  schedule — As  prescribed  in 
body  of  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  Not  applicable. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Stephen  J.  Soltis,  ANE-212,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  Flight 
Standards  Division,  New  England 
Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803;  telephone:  (617) 
273-7336. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  amends  Amendment  39- 
3709,  45  FR  15174,  AD  80-02-10,  as 
amended  by  Amendment  39-3786. 45  FR 
37808,  AD  80-06-01,  which  currently 
requires  that  the  main  transmission 
support  beams  be  visually  inspected 
through  the  openings  provided  by  the 
removal  of  the  main  gearbox  fairing 
assemblies. 

After  issuing  Amendment  39-3786, 
additional  structure  has  been  added  to 
the  main  transmission  support  beams  on 
new  production  aircraft  (S/Ns  760055, 
760074,  760077,  and  subsequent)  and  is 
available  as  kit  number  76070-20012-012 
for  retrofit  on  all  previously  delivered 
aircraft. 

The  installation  of  this  additional 
structure  obscures  the  flanges  and  webs 
on  the  inboard  side  of  the  main 
transmission  support  beams;  therefore, 
visual  inspections  cannot  be  performed 
by  utilizing  the  opening  provided  by 
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removal  of  the  main  gearbox  fairing 
assemblies. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that 
Amendment  39-3786  must  be  amended 
to  provide  an  additional  inspection 
procedure  for  the  main  transmission 
support  beams  with  the  76070-20012-012 
kit  installed.  The  additional  inspection 
procedure  requires  that  the  inspection 
be  performed  through  an  opening 
provided  by  the  removal  of  the 
passenger  compartment  cabin  ceiling 
interior  lining  and  inspecting  all 
accessible  flanges  and  webs  on  the 
outboard  side  of  the  main  transmission 
support  beams. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are 
impracticable,  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  elective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13]  is  amended, 
by  amending  Amendment  39-3709, 45  FR 
15174,  AD  80-02-10,  as  amended  by 
Amendment  39-3786,  45  FR  37808,  AD 
80-06-01,  as  follows: 

(1)  By  revising  paragraph  l.a.  to  read: 

"a.  Gain  access  to  the  76209-03001-041  and 
-042  main  transmission  support  structure 
fittings  as  follows:" 

(2)  By  adding  new  paragraphs  l.a.i. 
and  l.a.ii.  as  follows: 

"i.  For  aircraft  without  the  76070-20012-012 
kit  installed,  remove  the  76205-08001  main 
gearbox  fairing  assemblies  to  obtain  access 
to  the  76209-63001-041  and  -042  main 
transmission  support  structure  Fittings. 

“ii.  For  aircraft  serial  numbers  760055, 
760074,  760077,  and  subsequent  and  aircraft 
retrofitted  with  the  76070-20012-012  kit, 
remove  the  passenger  compartment  cabin 
ceiling  interior  lining  to  obtain  access  to  the 
76209-03001-041  and  -042  main  transmission 
support  structure  fittings  and  the  76070- 
20012-012  kit." 

(3)  By  adding  the  following  Note  after 
paragraph  l.a.ii.: 

Note.— Installation  of  the  76070-20012-012 
kit  obscures  the  inboard  sides  of  the  main 
transmission  support  beams  if  the  inspections 
are  performed  from  above  the  main 
transmission  support  structure  fittings. 
Therefore,  the  inspections  on  aircraft  with  the 
kit  installed  are  to  be  performed  from  below 
the  main  transmission  support  structure 
fittings  on  the  outboard  sides  of  the  main 
transmission  support  beams. 

(4)  By  revising  paragraph  I.C.,  except 
the  Note,  as  follows: 

"c.  Using  a  light  and  mirror,  visually 
inspect  for  cracks  all  accessible  flanges  and 
webs  of  the  transmission  support  structure 


nttings,  including  areas  that  must  be 
inspected  through  the  inspection  holes  in  the 
76070-20011-107  and  -108  inner  skins,  if 
installed." 

(5)  By  revising  paragraph  l.d.  as 
follows: 

"d.  If  a  crack  is  found,  replace  the  cracked 
main  transmission  support  fitting,  76209- 
03001,  and  the  76070-20012-012  kit.  if 
installed,  with  serviceable  components  prior 
to  the  next  flight  in  accordance  with  a 
method  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  New  England 
Region.  Also,  if  a  cracked  mold  line  skin  is 
found,  repair  prior  to  further  flight.” 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  22, 1980. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a], 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89) 

A  historical  file  on  this  AD  is 
maintained  by  the  FAA  at  its 
Headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
at  the  FAA,  New  England  Region 
Headquarters,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts. 

Note. — Due  to  the  emergency  nature  of  this 
AD,  it  is  impracticable  to  follow  the 
regulatory  procedures  prescribed  by 
Executive  Order  12044  as  implemented  by 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034:  February  26, 1979).  This 
determination  was  made  by  the  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch.  In  accordance 
with  the  DOT  guidelines,  a  regulatory 
evaluation  is  being  prepared  and  will  be 
placed  in  the  public  docket  for  this  action. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
September  9, 1980. 

Lawrence  C.  Sullivan, 

Acting  Director,  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-28963  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BIIXING  CODE  S910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  80-NE-30] 

Alteration  of  Newburyport,  Mass.,  700* 
foot  Transition  Area;  Designation  of 
Federal  Airways,  Area  Low  Routes, 
Controlled  Airspace  and  Reporting 
Points 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  changes  the 
description  of  the  Newburyport, 
Massachusetts,  700-foot  Transition  Area 
so  as  to  provide  additional  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  the  VOR  Runway  10, 
Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedure  (SIAP),  Plum  Island  Airport, 
Newburyport,  Mass. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  30, 1980. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  Taylor,  Operations  Procedures 
and  Airspace  Branch,  ANE-536,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington,  Mass.  01803; 
telephone  (617)  273-7285. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
Monday,  )uly  14, 1980,  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  Volume  45,  No.  136, 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposed  to  amend  the 
Newburyport,  Massachusetts,  700-foot 
Transition  Area  so  as  to  provide 
additional  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  the  VOR  Runway  10,  SIAP, 
Plum  Island  Airport. 

Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  this  rulemaking  process  by 
submitting  written  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  No  objections  were 
received. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  Subpart  G  of  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  by  amending  the 
description  of  the  Newburyport, 
Massachusetts,  700-foot  Transition  Area 
to  read  as  follows: 

"That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  center  of  Plum  Island  Airport  (Lat. 
42°47'45"N.,  Long.  70°50'30"W.)  extending  2 
miles  either  side  of  the  center  line  of  the 
Lawrence  VOR  073T  radial  (089  MAC) 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to  the 
Lawrence  VOR,  excluding  that  portion  which 
coincides  with  the  Boston  and  Haverhill, 

MA.,  700-foot  transition  areas." 

(Sections  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  USC  1348(a)  and 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  USC  1655(c)  and  14 
CFR  11.69)) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  considered  to  be  significant 
under  the  procedures  and  criteria  prescribed 
by  Executive  Order  12044  and  as 
implemented  by  the  Department  of 
Transportation  guidelines  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979).  The  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal  that  this  action  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
September  6, 1980. 

John  B.  Roach, 

Acting  Director,  New  England  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-28967  PUed  9-19-80;  Si48  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  185  /  Monday,  September  22,  1980  /  Rules  and  Regulations  62795 


14CFRPart71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  SO*ASO-38] 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace,  and 
Reporting  Points;  Alteration  of  Federal 
Airways,  Orlando,  Ra. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  alters  Victor 
Airways  V-3.  V-152,  V-159.  V-267  and 
V-441  in  the  vicinity  of  Orlando,  Fla. 
Alteration  of  these  routes  will  provide  a 
“bypass"  airway  system  for  the 
congested  Orlando  terminal  area.  This 
will  reduce  controller/pilot  workload 
and  reduce  radio  frequency  congestion. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  30, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  Horne,  Airspace  Regulations  Branch 
(AAT-230),  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic 
Rules  Division,  Air  Traffic  Service, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone:  (202) 
426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  14, 1980,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  alter 
Victor  Airways  V-3,  V-152,  V-159,  V- 
267  and  V-441  in  the  vicinity  of  Orlando, 
Fla.  (45  FR  54074).  Alteration  of  these 
routes  provides  a  “bypass”  airway 
system  for  the  congested  Orlando 
terminal  area  and  will  reduce  ra'dio 
frequency  congestion.  The  primary  use 
of  the  “bypass”  airway  system  will  be 
for  routing  low  altitude  en  route  aircraft 
around  the  Herndon  and  Orlando 
International  Airports,  and  areas  of 
nonlimited  radar  coverage  during  peak 
traffic  periods. 

Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  procedures 
by  submitting  comments  on  the  proposal 
to  the  FAA.  The  only  comments 
received  expressed  no  objections. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Part  71.123  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (45  FR  307)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  GMT,  October  30, 1980,  as 
follows: 

Under  V-3,  after  “Ormond  Beach,  Fla.;" 
add  “including  a  W  alternate  from  Vero 
Beach  to  Ormond,  via  INT  Vero  Beach  341° 
and  Melbourne.  Fla.,  321°  radials,  INT 
Melbourne  321°  and  Ormond  Beach  211° 
radials;" 

Under  V-152,  all  after  “St.  Petersburg.  Fla." 


is  deleted  and  “via  INT  St.  Petersburg  062° 
and  Ormond  Beach,  Fla.,  211°  Orlando,  Fla.; 
INT  Orlando  049°  and  Ormond  Beach  161° 
radials;"  is  substituted  therefor. 

Under  V-159,  after  "Ocala,  Fla.,"  add 
“including  a  S  alternate  from  INT  Vero  Beach 
319°  and  Melbourne,  Fla.,  299°  radials.  to 
Ocala  via  INT  Melbourne  299°  and  Ocala 
146°  radials;” 

Under  V-267,  after  “Jacksonville,  Fla.,” 
delete  “including  an  E  alternate  from  Orlando 
to  INT  Ormond  Beach,  Fla.,  308°  and 
Jacksonville  174°  radials  via  Ormon^  Beach;" 

Under  V-441,  delete  “Ocala  171°  radials.” 
and  substitute  “Ocala  182°.”  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 
16, 1980. 

Charles  V.  Hannan, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29167  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-12-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner 

24  CFR  Part  200 

[Docket  No.  R-80-633] 

Revision  to  Thermal  Requirements  for 
HUD  Minimum  Property  Standards 
(MPS)  for  One-  and  Two-Family 
Dwellings;  Correction 

agency:  Housing  and  Urban 
Development/Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  correction. 

summary:  On  September  11, 1980  (45  FR 
59857)  HUD  published  a  final  rule  that 
increases  the  thermal  insulation 
requirements  under  HUD  Minimum 
Property  Standards  for  One-  and  Two- 
Family  Dwellings.  The  effective  date  of 
the  rule  was  indicated  to  be  October  1, 
1980:  however,  that  date  erroneously 


fails  to  allow  adequate  opportimity  for 
providing  copies  of  the  new  standard  to 
persons  affected  by  it. 

Accordingly,  the  effective  date  of  the 
rule  published  in  24  CFR  Part  200  at  45 
FR  59857  is  corrected  to  read  November 
11,1980.  ’ 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr,  Mervin  Dizenfeld  (202)  755-6590. 

(Sec.  7(d)  of  the  Department  of  HUD  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  3535(d)) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  September  16. 
1980. 

Harwood  G.  Martin, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Regulations. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29193  Tiled  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4210-01-M 


24  CFR  Part  235 

[Docket  No.  R-80-864] 

Preference  for  Displaced  Families 
Eligibility  of  Cooperative  Housing 
Units  and  Existing  Condominium  Units 

agency:  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  (HUD). 
action:  Interim  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  implements  Section 
213  (a)  and  (b)  of  the  Housing  and 
Community  Development  Amendments 
of  1979  which  provides  that  in  making 
Section  235  assistance  available,  the 
Secretary  of  HUD  shall  give  preference 
to  low  income  families  who  would  be 
likely  to  be  involuntarily  displaced 
without  such  assistance.  In  addition,  this 
rule  amends  the  existing  Section  235 
regulations  to  permit  Section  235 
assistance  on  behalf  of  qualified 
families  acquiring  membership  in  a 
cooperative  housing  association  or  on 
behalf  of  certain  eligible  displaced 
families  purchasing  existing 
condominium  units. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  20. 1980. 
COMMENTS  DUE  DATE:  Comments  must 
be  received  on  or  before  November  21, 
1980.  60  days  after  publication. 

ADDRESS:  Interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  comments  regarding  this  rule 
to  the  Office  of  the  General  Counsel. 
Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Room  5218, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 
Communications  should  refer  to  the 
above  docket  number  and  title.  A  copy 
of  each  communication  submitted  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours  at  the  above 
address.  The  interim  rule  may  be 
changed  on  the  basis  of  comments 
received. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  ).  Coonts,  Director,  Single  Family 
Development  Division,  Office  of  Single 
Family  Housing,  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410,  Telephone:  (202)  755-6720. 
(This  is  not  a  toll  free  number.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
213  (a)  and  (b)  of  the  Housing  and 
Community  Development  Amendments 
of  1979  (signed  into  law  on  December  21, 
1979)  directs  the  Secretary  of  HUD  in 
providing  Section  235  assistance  to  give 
preference  to  eligible  families  who, 
without  such  assistance,  would  be  likely 
to  be  involuntarily  displaced  (including 
those  who  would  be  likely  to  be 
displaced  from  rental  units  which  are  to 
be  converted  into  a  condominium 
project).  Such  assistance  may  include 
the  acquisition  of  a  condominium  or 
membership  in  a  cooperative 
association.  This  rule  implements  the 
new  legislation. 

In  addition,  this  rule  removes  certain 
restriction  on  the  types  of  properties  for 
which  Section  235  assistance  payments 
can  be  made.  On  January  6, 1976,  HUD 
adopted  final  regulations  for  a  revised 
Section  235  program  which  precluded 
Section  235  assistance  payments  in 
connection  with  cooperative  housing 
members  or  the  purchase  of  existing 
housing  units  unless  substantial 
rehabilitation  were  involved.  Because 
the  number  of  units  which  can  be 
assisted  is  limited,  this  rule  will  remove 
that  restriction,  but  only  with  respect  to 
eligible  mortgagors  who  are  likely  to  be 
involuntarily  displaced  from  their 
present  dwelling  unit.  In  addition,  with 
respect  to  condominium  units,  this  rule 
removes  the  present  restriction  which 
limits  eligible  dwellings  to  those  which 
were  Hnanced  with  a  project  mortgage 
which  is  or  has  been  insured  by  HUD. 

Finally,  certain  editorial  changes  have 
been  made  to  §  235.15  to  reflect  only 
properties  which  are  currently  eligible 
for  Section  235  assistance. 

The  Department  is  exercising  limited 
policy  discretion  in  implementing  the 
statutory  change  mandated  by  the 
Congress.  Furthermore,  there  is  an 
urgent  need  to  put  the  Congressional 
mandate  into  operation  is  soon  as 
possible.  It  has  been  determined, 
therefore,  that  prior  notice  and  public 
comment  would  be  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  public  interest  and  that  this 
rule  should  be  made  effective  on  an 
interim  basis  as  soon  as  possible. 
However,  the  Department  will  entertain 
public  comment  subsequent  to  the  rule’s 
effective  date  and  will  consider  such 
comments  in  issuing  a  final  rule. 

A  Finding  of  Inapplicability  respecting 


the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  has  been  made  in  accordance 
with  HUD  procedures.  A  copy  of  this 
Funding  of  Inapplicability  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  hours  in  the  Office  of  the  Rules 
Docket  Clerk  at  the  address  listed 
above. 

This  rule  is  not  listed  in  the 
Department's  semiannual  agenda  of 
significant  rules,  published  pursuant  to 
Executive  Order  12221. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  that  Part 
235  of  Chapter  II,  24  CFR  be  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (e)  to 
§  235.2  as  follows: 

§  235.2  Basic  program  outline. 
***** 

(e)  In  making  assistance  available,  the 
Secretary  shall  give  preference  to  low- 
income  families  who,  without  such 
assistance,  would  be  likely  to  be 
involuntarily  displaced  from  their 
present  dwelling  unit. 

2.  By  revoking  and  reserving 
§  235.5(b) 

§  235.5  Definitions  used  in  this  subpart 
***** 

(b)  [Reserved] 

***** 

3.  By  amending  §  235.15  as  follows: 

§  235.15  Eligible  types  of  dwellings. 

(a)  The  mortgage  shall  involve  one  of 
the  following  types  of  dwellings: 

(1)  A  single  family  dwelling 
concerning  which  the  application  for 
insurance  is  approved  by  the  Secretary 
prior  to  the  beginning  of  construction  or 
prior  to  the  beginning  of  rehabilitation. 

(2)  A  single  family  dwelling  which  has 
never  been  peviously  occupied  and  is 
covered  by  a  consumer  protection  or 
warranty  plan  acceptable  to  the 
Secretary  and  satishes  all  requirements 
which  would  have  been  applicable  if 
such  dwelling  and  had  been  approved 
for  mortgage  insurance  prior  to  the 
beginning  of  construction. 

(3)  A  one-family  unit  in  a 
condominium  project  (together  with  an 
undivided  interest  in  the  common  areas 
and  facilities  serving  the  project)  which 
is  released  from  a  multifamily  project, 
the  construction  or  substantial 
rehabilitation  of  which  shall  have  been 
completed  not  more  than  two  years 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  application  for 
assistance  payments  under  Subpart  C  of 
this  part.  The  family  unit  shall  have  had 
no  previous  occupant  other  than  the 
mortgagor. 

(4)  A  single  family  dwelling  or  a  one- 
family  unit  in  a  condominium  project 


(together  with  an  undivided  interest  in 
the  common  areas  and  facilities  serving 
the  project],  the  construction  of  which 
shall  have  been  completed  at  least  one 
year  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  application 
for  assistance  payments  under  Subpart 
C  of  this  Part  and  which  meets  such 
standards  as  the  Secretary  may 
prescribe,  provided  that  the  property  is 
to  be  occupied  by  a  mortgagor  who, 
without  such  assistance,  would  be  likely 
to  be  involuntarily  displaced  from  the  • 
dwelling  or,  in  the  case  of  a 
'condominium,  from  a  unit  in  the  project. 
Provided,  That  any  family  (i)  which,  by 
virtue  of  threatened  displacement  from  a 
unit  in  a  project,  would  be  eligible  for 
assistance  under  this  provision  for  a 
one-family  unit  in  the  resulting 
condominium  project,  and  (ii)  which  is 
precluded  from  the  purchase  of  such 
condominium  unit  because  of  a  rule  of 
the  condominium  association,  may  be 
entitled  to  assistance  under  this  section 
in  connection  with  a  single  family 
dwelling  or  a  one-family  unit  in  another 
condominium  (together  with  an 
undivided  interest  in  the  common  areas 
and  facilities  serving  the  project],  which 
otherwise  meets  the  standards  of  this 
subsection  and  which  is  located  in  the 
same  market  area  as  the  converted 
project. 

(5]  A  substantially  rehabilitated  single 
family  dwelling  that  is  security  for  a 
mortgage  which  was  endorsed  for 
mortgage  insurance  under  §  203.50  not 
more  than  twelve  months  prior  to  the 
application  for  a  firm  commitment. 

(b]  The  marketability  of  all  lots  or 
units  to  be  developed  or  rehabilitated 
must  be  established. 

§235.10  [Amended] 

4.  By  amending  paragraph  (a]  of 
§  235.20  by  deleting  the  period  and 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
words  "nor  to  imits  identified  in 

§  235.15(a](4].” 

5.  By  amending  §  235.325  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  235.325  Qualified  cooperative  members. 

The  following  cooperative  members 
shall  qualify  for  assistance  payments 
subject  to  the  requirement  of  this 
Subpart  C: 

(a]  A  member  of  a  cooperative 
Association  which  operates  a  housing 
project  financed  with  a  mortgage 
insured  under  §§  213.1  through  213.280 
or  §  §  221.502  through  221.790  of  this 
chapter  pursuant  to  Section  221(d](3]  of 
the  National  Housing  Act  provided: 

(1]  The  housing  project  has  been 
constructed  or  substantially 
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rehabilitated  not  more  than  two  years 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  application'for 
assistance  payments  and  the  dwelling 
unit  had  no  previous  occupant,  or 

(2)  The  cooperative  nfember  acquired 
membership  and  occupancy  rights  from 
one  who  was  receiving  assistance 
payments,  or 

(3)  The  cooperative  member  meets 
one  of  the  following  qualifications: 

(i)  The  member’s  family  is  displaced 
from  an  urban  renewal  area,  or  as  a 
result  of  a  governmental  action,  or  as  a 
result  of  a  major  disaster  as  determined 
by  the  President. 

(ii)  The  member’s  family  shall  include 
five  or  more  minor  persons. 

(iii)  The  member’s  family  shall  have 

j  been  occupying  low-rent  public  housing 

'  at  the  time  the  application  for  assistance 

i  payments  is  filed,  or 

1  (4)  That,  without  such  assistance,  the 

'  cooperative  member  would  be  likely  to 

be  involuntarily  displaced  from  a 
dwelling  in  the  project  in  connection 
with  its  conversion  from  rental  to 
cooperative  housing.  Provided,  That  any 
family  (i)  which,  by  virtue  of  threatened 
displacement  from  a  unit  in  a  housing 
project  to  be  operated  by  a  cooperative 
!  association  would  be  eligible  for 

^  assistance  under  this  provision  in  order 

to  occupy  a  one-family  unit  in  the 
j,  resulting  housing  project,  and  (ii)  which 

is  precluded  from  such  occupancy  and 
membership  in  the  cooperative 
I  association  because  of  a  rule  of  the 

’  association,  may  be  entitled  to 

assistance  under  this  section  in 
connection  with  a  single  family  dwelling 
^  or  a  one-family  unit  in  another  housing 

j  project  to  be  operated  by  a  cooperative 

(  association,  which  otherwise  meets  the 

j  standards  of  this  subsection  and  which 

I  is  located  in  the  same  market  area, 

j  (b)  A  member  of  a  cooperative 

association  which  operates  a  housing 
i  project  which  is  financed  under  a  State 

or  local  program  providing  assistance 

I  through  loans,  loan  insurance  or  tax 

II  abatements,  and  which  prior  to 

^  completion  of  construction  or 

I  rehabilitation  is  approved  for  receiving 

I  the  benefits  of  this  Section. 

(The  provisions  of  this  Part  235  issued  under 
Secs.  211,  235,  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1715b.  1715z) 

!  Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  22. 

I  1980. 

J  Lawrence  B.  Simons, 

■■  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing — Federal 

I  Housing  Commissioner. 

|KR  Doc.  80-29940  Filed  9-19-60;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4210-01-M 

i 


24  CFR  Parts  81 1, 880  and  881 
(Docket  No.  R-80-867] 

Low-Income  Housing;  Housing 
Assistance  for  New  Construction  and 
Substantial  Rehabilitation;  Tax 
Exemption 

agency:  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  (HUD),  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing — 
Federal  Housing  Commissioner. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  conforms  to 
regulations  on  Section  8  housing 
assistance  for  new  construction  and 
Section  8  housing  assistance  for 
substantial  rehabilitation  to  the 
regulations  on  tax  exemption,  Subpart  B 
and  makes  a  technical  correction  to  the 
existing  regulations  on  tax  exemption 
Subpart  A.  As  a  result  of  the  publication 
of  the  new  Part  811  regulations, 
references  to  Part  811  in  the  regulations 
for  Section  8  new  construction  and 
substantial  rehabilitation  regulations 
(Parts  880  and  881)  require  clariHcation. 
Certain  sections  are  being  revised  to 
distinguish  between  tax-exempt 
financing  under  24  CFR  Part  811 
Subparts  A  and  B. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  21, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lynda  M.  Murphy,  Director,  Office  of 
State  Agency  and  Bond  Financed 
Programs,  Room  6138,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development, 
Washington.  D.C.  20410,  (202)  426-7113 
(this  is  not  a  toll-free  number.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  As  a 
result  of  the  publication  of  the  new  Part 
811  Subpart  B  regulations,  references  to 
Part  811  in  the  regulations  for  Section  8 
new  construction  and  substantial 
rehabilitation  regulations  (Parts  880  and 
881)  require  clarification.  Sections 
880.208  and  881.208  are  revised  to 
distinguish  between  tax-exempt 
financing  under  24  CFR  Part  811 
Subparts  A  and  B. 

Section  811.117,  Subpart  A,  includes  a 
reference  to  Section  8(e)(4)  of  the  U.S. 
Housing  Act  of  1937  which  has  been 
misinterpreted  as  restricting  the 
applicability  of  the  regulation  to 
situations  where  there  is  a  separate 
pledge  of  the  Section  8  contract  for 
housing  assistance  payments.  The 
reference  is  being  deleted  to  clarify  the 
provision  since  it  is  the  Department’s 
position  that  the  provision  is  applicable 
irrespective  of  whether  there  is  a 
separate  pledge.  An  explicit  reference  to 
24  CFR  Part  811,  Subpart  A  has  also 
been  added  to  Section  811.117  to  avoid 
confusion  with  24  CFR  Part  811, 

Subpart  B. 


A  finding  of  inapplicability  regarding 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  has  been  made  in  accordance 
with  HUD  procedures.  A  copy  of  this 
finding  of  inapplicability  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours  at  the  Office  of 
the  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Room  5218, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

The  legislative  review  provisions  of 
Section  7(o)  of  the  Department  of  HUD 
Act,  42  U.S.C.  3535(o)  have  been  met. 

This  Rule  is  not  included  in  the 
Department’s  Agenda  of  Significant 
Rules  published  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  12044. 

This  rule  does  not  change  existing 
policies  or  practices  of  the  Department. 
It  is  a  technical  clarification  to  explain 
the  applicability  of  24  CFR  Part  811 
Subparts  A  and  B. 

PART  880— SECTION  8  HOUSING 
ASSISTANCE  PAYMENTS  PROGRAM 
FOR  NEW  CONSTRUCTION 


PART  881— SECTION  8  HOUSING 
ASSISTANCE  PAYMENTS  PROGRAM 
FOR  SUBSTANTIAL  REHABILITATION 

1.  Accordingly.  24  CFR  880.208(b)  (1). 
(2),  and  (3)  and  881.208(b}  (1).  (2).  and  (3) 
are  changed  to  read  as  follows: 

§§  880.208  and  881.208  [Amended] 
***** 

(b)*  *  * 

(1)  An  issuer  of  obligations  that  are 
tax-exempt  under  any  provision  of 
Federal  law  or  regulation,  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  which  are  to  be  used  to 
purchase  GNMA  mortgage-backed 
securities  issued  by  the  mortgagee  of  the 
Section  8  project,  will  be  subject  to  24 
CFR  Part  811,  Subpart  B. 

(2)  Issuers  of  obligations  that  are  tax- 
exempt  under  Section  11(b)  of  the  U.S. 
Housing  Act  of  1937  will  be  subject  to  24 
CFR  Part  811,  Subpart  A  if  paragraph 
(b)(1)  of  this  section  is  not  applicable. 

(3)  Issuers  of  obligations  that  are  tax- 
exempt  under  any  provision  of  Federal 
law  or  regulation  other  than  Section 
11(b)  of  the  U.S.  Housing  Act  of  1937 
will  be  subject  to  24  CFR  811,  Subpart  A 
if  paragraph  (b)(1)  of  this  section  is  not 
applicable,  except  that  such  issuers  that 
are  State  Agencies  qualified  imder  24 
CFR  Part  883  are  not  subject  to  24  CFR 
Part  811  Subpart  A  and  are  subject 
solely  to  the  requirements  of  24  CFR 
Part  883  with  regard  to  the  approval  of 
tax-exempt  financing. 
***** 
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PART  811— TAX  EXEMPTION  OF 
OBLIGATIONS  OF  PUBLIC  HOUSING 
AGENCIES  AND  RELATED 
AMENDMENTS 

2.  Accordingly,  §  811.117,  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  811.117  Applicability  to  tax  exemption 
other  than  under  section  11(b). 

Issuers  of  obligations  that  are  tax- 
exempt  under  any  provision  of  Federal 
law  or  regulation  other  than  Section 
11(b)  of  the  Act  (except  for  State 
Agencies  qualified  under,  24  CFR  Part 
883)  must  submit  all  documents  required 
by  24  CFR  811.107,  811.108,  811.109,  and 
811.110  to  the  Field  Office  for  review 
and  approval.  The  terms  and  use  of 
these  obligations  and  the  operation  of 
the  project  will  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  24  (^FR  Part  811  Subpart 
A. 

(Sec.  7(d]  Department  of  HUD  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
3535(d]]) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  September  5, 
1980. 

Lawrence  B.  Simons, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Homing,  Federal 
Housing  Commissioner. 

IFR  Doc.  80-28606  Filed  9-19-80: 8i45  anl 
BILLINQ  CODE  4210-01-11 

FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND 
CONCILIATION  SERVICE 

29  CFR  Part  1425 

Mediation  Assistance  in  the  Federal 
Service 

agency:  Federal  Mediation  and 
Conciliation  Service. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Fhirsuant  to  section  7134  of 
Title  VII  of  the  Civil  Service  Reform  Act, 
Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation 
Service  promulgates  a  final  regulation 
for  mediation  assistance  in  the  federal 
service. 

DATES:  This  final  rule  will  be  effective 
October  22, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Nancy  B.  Broff,  Assistant  General 
Counsel,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
(202)  653-5305. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  As 

directed  by  Section  7134  of  Title  VII  of 
the  Civil  Service  Reform  Act,  Federal 
Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service 
promulgates  the  following  regulations 
concerning  its  role  in  Federal  Sector 
Labor  Relations.  These  regulations 
would  supercede  the  existing 
regulations. 

The  Service  published  an  advance 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (44  FR 


40354)  and  proposed  regulation  (45  FR 
21264)  soliciting  comment  from 
interested  parties. 

A  number  of  comments  were  received 
and  have  been  considered. 

The  regulations  provide  that  FMCS 
may  provide  its  services  in  negotiation 
disputes  in  the  Federal  Sector  on  its  own 
motion  or  at  the  request  of  one  or  both 
parties.  The  Service  may  set  time  limits 
on  its  participation  and  may  make 
suggestions  to  the  parties  for  settlement 
where  it  determines  such  procedures  to 
be  appropriate. 

The  regulations  require  that  the 
initiating  party  notify  FMCS  of 
negotiations  at  least  30  days  prior  to  the 
termination  or  modification  date  of  an 
existing  agreement.  In  initial 
negotiations,  the  parties  must  notify 
FMCS  within  30  days  after  commencing 
negotiations.  These  requirements  do  not 
apply  to  mid-term  or  impact  bargaining. 
The  parties  have  a  duty  to  participate 
fully  apd  promptly  in  meetings  called  by 
the  Service. 

If  the  mediation  process  is 
unsuccessful,  the  Service  or  the  parties 
may  request  consideration  of  the  matter 
by  the  Federal  Services  Impasses  Panel. 
However,  the  Service  will  not  refer  a 
case  to  the  FSIP  until  the  mediation 
process  has  been  completed. 

In  response  to  a  number  of  comments, 
the  word  “recommendations”  has  been 
eliminated  from  the  final  regulation. 
Commenters  expressed  concern  that  the 
word  would  create  confusion  about  the 
functions  of  the  Service  and  those  of  the 
Federal  Service  Impasses  Panel. 
Therefore,  the  regulation  now  makes 
reference  to  "suggestions  for  settlement” 
rather  than  recommendations. 

This  rule  is  issued  under  the  authority 
of  the  Civil  Service  Reform  Act,  Public 
Law  95-454,  Section  7134. 

Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation 
Service  revised  Part  1425  of  Title  29  of 
the  "Code  of  Federal  Regulations”  as  set 
forth  below. 

Dated:  September  15, 1980. 

Robert  P.  Gajdys, 

Director  of  Administration. 

Part  1425  is  revised  as  follows: 

PART  1425— MEDIATION  ASSISTANCE 
IN  THE  FEDERAL  SERVICE 

Sec. 

1425.1  Definitions. 

1425.2  Notice  to  Service  of  agreement 
negotiations. 

1425.3  Functions  of  tbe  Service  under  Title 
VII  of  tbe  Civil  Service  Reform  Act. 

1425.4  Duty  of  parties. 

1425.5  Referral  to  FSIP. 

1425.6  Use  of  tbird-party  mediation 
assistance. 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  7119,  7134. 


§  1425.1  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

(a)  “The  Service”  means  Federal 
Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service. 

(b)  “Party”  or  “Parties”  means  (1)  any 
appropriate  activity,  facility, 
geographical  subdivision,  or 
combination  thereof,  of  an  agency  as 
that  term  is  defined  in  5  U.S.C.  7103(3), 
or  (2)  a  labor  organization  as  that  term 
is  defined  in  5  U.S.C.  7103(4). 

(c)  “Third-party  mediation  assistance” 
means  mediation  by  persons  other  than 
FMCS  commissioners. 

(d)  “Provide  its  services”  means  to 
make  the  services  and  facilities  of  the 
Service  available  either  on  its  own 
motion  or  upon  the  special  request  of 
one  or  both  of  the  parties. 

§  1425.2  Notice  to' the  Service  of 
agreement  negotiations. 

In  order  that  the  Service  may  provide 
assistance  to  the  parties,  the  party 
initiating  negotiations  shall  file  a  notice 
with  the  Regional  Director  of  the  region 
in  which  the  negotiations  will  take  place 
at  least  thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  the 
expiration  or  modification  date  of  an 
existing  agreement.  Parties  entering 
negotiations  for  an  initial  agreement 
shall  file  such  notice  within  30  days 
after  commencing  negotiations.  Parties 
engaging  in  mid-term  or  impact 
bargaining  need  not  submit  a  notice. 

TTie  following  form,  FMCS  Form  F-53, 
has  been  prepared  by  the  Service  for  use 
by  the  parties: 
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FMCS  FORM  F-53  Form  Approved 

RevisMi  July  1979  0MB  No.  023R  0006 

NOTICE  TO  FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND  CONCILIATION  SERVICE 

(Pursuant  to  FMC^  Regulations  Published  in  CFR  142S.3) 


Date 


To:  Regional  Office,  FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND  CONCILIATION  SERVICE 

1.  You  are  hereby  notified  that  we  desire  to  (check  one): 

□  Enter  into  an  initial  agreement . . 

□  Amend,  modify,  or  terminate  an  existing  agreement . 

2.  Name  of  Agency . 

Name  of  Bureau  or  Activity . . 

Agency  Official  to  be  Contacted  . 

Address . . 


3.  Name  of  Union  and  Local  No. . 
Union  Official  to  be  Contacted 
Address . 


4.  Date  exclusive  recognition  granted  . 

5.  Number  of  employees  in  bargaining  unit(s) 

6.  Agreement  expiration  /OR/  reopening  date 

7.  Name  of  official  filing  this  notice  . 

Title  of  official  . 

Address . 


8.  Check  on  whose  behalf  this  notice  is  filed:  Union 


Telephone 


(AC)  (NO.) 


Telephone 


(AC)  (NO.) 


. . Telephone 

Agency . 


(AC)  (NO.) 


(Signature) 

Receipt  of  thii  do^s  not  fonsti  ute  a  rerjues*  for  nediation  not  does  it  commit  the  agency  to  offer  its  facilities.  This  particular  form  of  notice  is  not  legally 
required.  Receipt  of  notice  will  not  be  acknowledged  in  writing  by  the  Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service. 

Originol  Copy — To  appropriate  FMCS  regional  affice 
(see  list  on  reverse  of  copy  5) 
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§  1425.3  Functions  of  the  Service  under 
Title  VII  of  the  Civil  Service  Reform  Act 

(a)  The  service  may  provide  its 
assistance  in  any  negotiation  dispute 
when  earnest  efforts  by  the  parties  to 
reach  agreement  through  direct 
negotiation  have  failed  to  resolve  the 
dispute.  When  the  existence  of  a 
negotiation  dispute  comes  to  the 
attention  of  the  Service  through  a 
specific  request  for  mediation  from  one 
or  both  of  the  parties,  through 
notiHcation  under  the  provisions  of 

§  1425.2,  or  otherwise,  the  Service  will 
examine  the  information  concerning  the 
dispute  and  if,  in  its  opinion,  the  need 
for  mediation  exists,  the  Service  will  use 
its  best  efforts  to  assist  the  parties  to 
reach  agreement. 

(b)  The  Service  may,  at  the  outset  of 
negotiations  or  at  any  time  in  the 
dispute,  set  time  limits  on  its 
participation.  If  no  settlement  of  the 
dispute  is  reached  by  the  expiration  of 
the  time  limits,  the  Service  may  make 
suggestions  for  settlement  to  the  parties. 
If  suggestions  for  settlement  made  by 
the  Service  are  not  accepted  by  the 
parties  within  tnne  limits  set  by  the 
Service,  the  matter  may  be  referred  to 
the  Federal  Services  Impasses  Panel 
(FSIP). 

§  1425.4  Duty  of  parties. 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  parties  to 
participate  fully  and  promptly  in  any 
meetings  arranged  by  the  Service  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  in  the  settlement  of 
a  negotiation  dispute. 

§  1425.5  Referral  to  FSIP. 

If  the  mediation  process  has  been 
completed  and  the  parties  are  at  a 
negotiation  impasse,  the  Service  or  the 
parties  may  request  consideration  of  the 
matter  by  the  Federal  Services  Impasses 
Panel.  The  Service  shall  not  refer  a  case 
to  FSIP  until  the  mediation  process  has 
been  exhausted  and  the  parties  are  at  a 
negotiation  impasse. 

§  1425.6  Use  of  third-party  mediation 
assistance. 

If  the  parties  should  mutually  agree  to 
third-party  mediation  assistance  other 
than  that  of  the  Service,  both  parties 
shall  immediately  inform  the  Service  in 
writing  of  this  agreement.  Such  written 
communication  shall  be  filed  with  the 
regional  director  of  the  region  in  which 
the  negotiation  is  scheduled,  and  shall 
state  what  alternate  assistance  the 
parties  have  agreed  to  use. 

|FR  Doc.  80-2giH5  Filed  9-l».60;  8:45  ani| 
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VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
38  CFR  Part  26 

Environmental  Effects  of  VA  Actions 

agency:  Veterans  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  establishes 
Veterans  Administration  (VA)  policies 
and  procedures  to  supplement  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
(CEQ)  Regulations  for  Implementing  the 
Procedural  Provisions  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act,  November  29, 
1978  (40  CFR  Parts  1500-1508).  These 
CEQ  Regulations  provide  that  Federal 
agencies  shall  adopt  implementing 
procedures  and  guidance  to  VA 
components  and  assigns  responsibility, 
as  required  by  the  CEQ  Regulations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  17, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Willard  S.  Sitler,  P.E.  (003A),  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs  (202- 
389-2526). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  It  was 
first  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  17, 1979  (44  Fed.  Reg.  48281 
(1979))  and  is  republished  with 
corrections  and  amplification  of  the 
categorical  exclusions  listed  under 
Annex  A. 

Approved:  September  17, 1980. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator: 

Maury  S.  Cralle,  )r.. 

Associate  Deputy  Administrator. 

The  VA  revised  Title  38,  CFR  by 
publishing  a  new  Part  26  to  read  as 
follows: 

PART  26~ENViRONMENTAL  EFFECTS 
OF  VA  ACTIONS 

26.1  Reissuance  and  purpose. 

26.2  Applicability  and  scope. 

26.3  Definitions. 

26.4  Policy. 

26.5  Responsibilities. 

Enclosure:  VA  Implementing  Procedures. 
Authority:  42  U.S.C.  4231  et  seq.,  Executive 
Order  11514,  as  amended  by  EO  11991. 

§  26.1  Reissuance  and  purpose. 

The  purpose  of  these  rules  is  to 
implement  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (CEQ) 
Regulations  (National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  Regulations,  40  CFR  Parts 
1500-1508)  and  to  provide  policy  and 
procedures  for  Veterans  Administration 
(VA)  officials  to  be  informed  of,  and  to 
take  into  account,  environmental 
considerations  when  authorizing  or 
approving  VA  actions  that  effect  the 
environment  in  the  United  States.  The 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 


Regulations  implement  the  procedural 
provisions.  Section  102(2)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  as  amended  (Pub.  L.  91-190,  42 
U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.),  and  Executive  Order 
11514,  as  amended  (35  FR  4247  [1970]), 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11991,  (42 
FR  26967  [1977]). 

§  26.2  Applicability  and  scope. 

Provisions  of  this  Part  apply  to  the 
Veterans  Administration,  and  to  “VA 
Components”. 

§  26.3  Definitions. 

(a)  “United  States”  means  all  states, 
territories,  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States;  and  all  waters  and  air 
space  subject  to  the  territorial 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  The 
territories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States  include  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands, 

American  Samoa,  Guam,  and  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands. 

(b)  “VA  Coihponents”  means  VA 
operating  departments,  including 
Department  of  Medicine  &  Surgery, 
Department  of  Memorial  Affairs,  and 
Department  of  Veterans  Benefits. 

(c)  Other  terms  used  in  this  Part  ara 
defined  in  Part  1508  of  the  CEQ 
Regulations. 

§26.4  Policy. 

(a)  The  Veterans  Administration  must 
act  with  care  in  carrying  out  its  mission 
of  providing  services  for  veterans  to 
assure  that  it  does  so  by  complying  with 
national  environmental  policies.  Care 
must  be  taken  to  assure  that  all  practical 
means  and  measures  are  used  to  protect, 
to  restore,  and  to  enhance  the  quality  of 
the  environment;  to  avoid  or  to  minimize 
adverse  environmental  consequences, 
consistent  with  other  consideration  of 
national  policy;  and  to  attain  the 
following  objectives: 

(1)  Achieving  the  fullest  possible  use 
of  the  environment  without  degradation, 
or  undesirable  and  unintended 
consequences. 

(2)  Preserving  important  historical, 
cultural,  and  natural  aspects  of  our 
national  heritage,  and  maintaining, 
where  possible,  an  environment  that 
supports  diversity  and  variety  of 
individual  choice. 

(3)  Achieving  a  balance  between 
resource  use  and  development  within 
the  sustained  carrying  capacity  of  the 
ecological  system  involved. 

(4)  Enhancing  the  quality  of 
renewable  resources  and  working 
toward  the  maximum  attainable 
recycling  of  depletable  resources. 

(b)  The  Veterans  Administration  and 
VA  Components  shall: 
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(1)  Assess  environmental 
consequences  of  VA  actions  that  affect 
the  environment  in  accordance  with 
CEQ  Regulations  for  implementing  the 
procedural  provisions  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act. 

(2)  Use  a  systematic,  interdisciplinary 
approach  to  assure  the  integrated  use  of 
the  natural  and  social  sciences,  and 
environmental  considerations,  in  making 
plans  and  decisions  with  a  potential  for 
environmental  impact. 

(3)  Assure  that  presently  unmeasured 
environmental  amenities  are  considered 
during  the  decision-making  process. 

(4)  Consider  reasonable  alternatives 
for  a  course  of  action  in  any  proposal 
that  involves  conflicts  concerning 
alternative  uses  of  resources. 

(5)  Make  available  to  states,  counties, 
municipalities,  institutions,  and 
individuals  any  advice  and  information 
useful  in  restoring,  maintaining,  and 
enhancing  the  quality  of  the 
environment. 

§  26.5  Responsibilities. 

(a)  The  Assistant  Deputy 
Administrator  (Director,  Office  of 
Environmental  Affairs]  shall: 

(1)  Function  as  the  responsible  official 
for  all  VA  environmental  matters. 

(2)  Modify  or  supplement  the 
enclosures  of  this  Part,  as  required. 

(3)  Provide  assistance  in  the 
preparation  of  environmental 
assessments  and  statements  and  assign 
lead  Component  responsibility  in 
preparing  environmental  documentation, 
when  more  than  one  VA  Component  is 
involved. 

(4)  Direct  the  preparation  of 
environmental  documents. 

(5)  Provide  appropriate,  consolidated 
VA  comments  requested  by  other 
Federal  agencies  on  draft  and  final 
environmental  impact  statements. 

(6)  Review  actions  of  the  VA  that 
have  environmental  implications. 

(7)  Maintain  liaison  with  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality,  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  the 
O^ice  of  Management  and  Budget,  other 
Federal  agencies,  and  State  and  local 
groups,  concerning  environmental 
analyses  for  VA  actions  affecting  the 
environment. 

(b)  The  General  Counsel,  VA,  shall 
provide  advice  and  assistance  in 
meeting  the  requirements  of  this  Part. 

(c)  The  heads  of  the  VA  Components 
shall: 

(1)  Assess  environmental 
consequences  of  proposed  and 
continuing  programs  and  actions  within 
their  respective  VA  Component 

(2)  Prepare  and  process  environmental 
documents  as  required  by  this  Part. 


(3)  Integrate  environmental 
considerations  into  their  decisionmaking 
process. 

(4)  Assure  that  regulations  and  other 
major  policy  statements  are  reviewed 
for  consistency  with  the  requirements  of 
this  Part. 

(5)  Provide  comments  on 
environmental  impact  statements  for 
actions  within  their  area  of  knowledge 
or  concern. 

(6)  Designate  a  single  point  of  contact 
for  environmental  issues. 

Enclosure  1 — VA  Implementing  Procedures 

A.  General. 

1.  Part  1507.3  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Regulations  (National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  Regulations,  40 
CFR  Parts  1500-1508)  directs  all  Federal 
agencies  to  adopt  procedures  to  implement 
the  CEQ  Regulations.  This  enclosure  provides 
detailed  VA  implementing  procedures  to 
supplement  the  CEQ  Regulations. 

2.  Provisions  of  this  Part  must  be  read 
together  with  those  of  the  CEQ  Regulations 
and  the  Act  as  a  whole  when  applying  the 
NEPA  process. 

3.  This  enclosure  is  organized  sequentially 
from  early  planning  to  the  Gnal 
implementation  of  a  VA  action.  Section 
references  throughout  this  enclosure  refer  to 
appropriate  sections  in  the  CEQ  Regulations. 

B.  Planning  Consideration. 

1.  Early  Planning.  VA  Components  shall 
integrate  the  NEPA  process  with  other 
planning  activities  at  the  earliest  possible 
time  to  assure  that  planning  and  decisions 
reflect  environmental  values,  to  avoid  delays 
later  in  the  process,  and  to  avoid  potential 
conflicts. 

2.  Lead  Agency.  To  determine  the  lead  VA 
Component  or  other  lead  Federal  or  State 
agency  for  actions  when  more  than  one  VA 
Component  of  another  Federal  agency  is 
involved,  VA  Components  shall  apply  the 
criteria  debned  in  Parts  1501.5  and  1501.6  and 
forward  a  request  for  lead  agency 
determination  to  the  Assistant  Deputy 
Administrator  (Office  of  Environmental 
Affairs). 

a.  The  Assistant  Deputy  Administrator 
(Office  of  Environmental  Affairs)  will 
determine  lead  agency  responsibility  among 
VA  Components. 

b.  In  environmental  issues  involving  a  VA 
Component  and  another  Federal  agency,  the 
Assistant  Deputy  Administrator  (Office  of 
Environmental  Affairs)  will  seek  to  resolve 
the  differences.  If  this  is  not  possible,  the 
Assistant  Deputy  Administrator  (Ofhce  of 
Environmental  Affairs)  will  file  a  request  for 
determination  with  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality. 

3.  Assistance  to  Applicants.  Part  1501.2(d) 
provides  for  advising  private  applicants  or 
other  non-federal  groups  when  VA 
involvement  is  reasonably  fq^esseble.  Such 
reasonably  forseeable  actions  involve 
applications  to  a  VA  Component  by  private 
persons  or  State  and  local  agencies  and 
pertain  primarily  to  permits,  leases,  and 
requests  for  financial  assistance  and  grants, 
and  related  actions  involving  the  use  of  VA 
land  and  property. 


a.  The  following  actions  are  initiated  by 
private  persons,  State  or  local  agencies,  and 
other  non-VA  groups  for  which  VA 
involvement  may  be  reasonably  foreseeable: 

(1)  Easements  and  right-of-ways  on  VA 
land. 

(2)  Petroleum,  grazing  and  timber  leases. 

(3)  Permits,  licenses,  use  agreements  or 
other  grants  of  real  property  for  use  by  non- 
VA  groups. 

(4)  Application  for  subdivision  approval 
from  Home  Loan  Guaranty  Program. 

(5)  Application  for  grants-in-aid  for 
acquisition,  construction,  expansion  or 
improvement  of  State  veterans'  health  care 
facilities  and  cemeteries. 

b.  Public  notices  or  other  means  used  to 
inform  or  solicit  applicants  for  permits, 
leases,  or  related  actions  will  describe  the 
studies  or  information  foreseeably  required 
for  later  action  by  VA  Components,  and  will 
advise  of  the  assistance  available  to 
applicants  by  the  VA  Component. 

c.  When  VA  owned  land  is  leased  or 
otherwise  provided  to  non-VA  groups,  the 
VA  Component  will  initiate  the  NEPA 
process  as  early  as  possible  and  assure  that 
appropriate  consideration  is  given  to 
enx-ironmental  conservation  factors  such  as 
waste  disposal,  necessary  mitigation  and 
long  term  restoration  measures. 

d.  When  VA  grant  funds  are  requested  by  a 
State  agency,  the  VA  Component  will,  in 
cooperation  w'ith  the  State,  A-95 
Clearinghouse,  initiate  the  NEPA  process  as 
early  as  possible,  to  assure  full  compliance 
with  environmental  and  other  State  and  local 
regulations,  before  the  proposed  action  is 
approved. 

4.  Determination  of  Requirement  for  EIS. 
Determining  whether  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  the  first 
step  in  applying  the  NEPA  process.  Early  VA 
determination  will  assure  that  necessary 
environmental  documentation  is  prepared 
and  integrated  within  the  decision-making 
process.  In  deciding  whether  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement,  a  VA 
Component  will  determine  whether  the 
proposal  is  one  that: 

a.  Normally  requires  an  environmental 
impact  statement. 

b.  Normally  does  not  require  either  an 
environmental  impact  statement  or  an 
environmental  assessment  (categorical 
exclusion). 

c.  Normally  requires  an  environmental 
assessment,  but  not  necessarily  an 
environmental  impact  statement. 

5.  Actions  That  Normally  Require  an  EIS. 
VA  Components  shall  perform  an 
environmental  assessment  to  determine  if  a 
proposal  requires  an  environmental  impact 
statement.  However,  it  may  be  readily 
apparent  that  a  proposed  action  will  have  a 
significant  impact  on  the  environment;  in 
such  cases,  an  environmental  assessment  is 
not  required  and  the  VA  Component  wrill 
immediately  begin  to  prepare  the 
environmental  impact  statement.  To  assist  in 
determining  if  an  action  normally  requires  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  the  following  criteria  and 
categories  of  action  are  provided: 

a.  Criteria.  Criteria  used  to  determine 
categories  of  action  that  normally  require  an 
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environmental  impact  statement  are 
described  in  Part  1508.27  and  include: 

(1)  Potential  for  significant  degradation  of 
environmental  quality,  including  historic  or 
cultural  resources,  park  lands,  prime 
farmlands,  wetlands,  or  ecologically  critical 
areas. 

(2)  Significant  alteration  of  VA  owned  or 
leased  real  estate  except  properties  acquired 
under  the  home  loan  guaranty  program 
(Chapter  37.  Title  38  U.S.C.). 

(3)  Potential  for  threat  or  hazard  to  the 
public,  or  involving  highly  uncertain  risks  to 
the  human  environment. 

(4)  Potential  for  loss  or  destruction  of 
signiHcant  scientific,  cultural  or  historic 
resources. 

(5)  Potential  for  conflict  with  Federal,  state 
or  local  environmental  protection  laws  or 
requirements. 

(6)  Similarity  to  previous  actions  that 
required  an  environmental  impact  statement 

b.  Categories  of  Action.  The  following 
categories  of  action  normally  require  an 
environmental  impact  statement: 

(1)  Construction  of  major  VA  fecilities. 

(2)  Major  land  acquisition,  disposal, 
development  of  a  VA  facility  or  other  action 
that  signiHcantly  changes  land  use  patterns. 

(3)  Subdivision  approval  in  connection  with 
the  Home  Loan  Guaranty  Program  with  a 
flexible  threshold  determination,  as  set  forth 
below  in  TABLE  1,  for  over  500  housing  units 
within  a  Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical 
Area  (SMSA),  as  a  SMSA  is  defined  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census. 


Table  1 — Flexible  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  Thresholds 


SMSA  poputatwn  range 

Threshold — 
housing 
units 

1,500,000+ _  . 

2,500 

1,000,000  to  1,499,999 _ 

2,100 

7fi0,000  to  . 

......  1,800 

600,000  to  74fl,aM . 

1,500 

500,000  to  SM.ftM . 

1,200 

400,000  to  499.999 _ _  _ 

_  I'ooo 

300,000  to  399,999  _ 

900 

200,000  to  299,999 . . 

800 

100  000  to  199,999 . 

700 

50,000  to  99,999 . . . 

600 

Under  50  000 . 

500 

c.  When  a  proposed  action  normally 
requires  an  environmental  impact  statemenL 
a  VA  Component  may  prepare  an 
environmental  assessment  to  determine  if  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  required. 

6.  Categorical  delusion.  The  CEQ 
Regulations  provide  for  the  categorical 
exclusion  (Part  1506.4)  of  actions  that  do  not 
individually  or  cumulatively  have  a 
signiHcant  effect  on  the  human  environment. 
Therefore,  neither  an  environmental 
assessment  nor  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  required  for  such  actions.  Full 
implementation  of  this  concept  will  permit 
VA  Components  to  avoid  unnecessary  or 
duplicative  effort  and  to  concentrate  their 
resources  on  signiBcant  environmental 
issues. 

a.  Criteria.  Criteria  used  to  determine  those 
categories  of  action  that  normally  do  not 
require  either  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  an  environmental  assessment 
include: 


(1)  Minimal  or  no  effect  on  environmental 
quality. 

(2)  No  significant  change  to  existing 
environmental  conditions. 

(3)  No  signiBcant  cumulative 
environmental  impact. 

(4)  Similarity  to  actions  previously 
assessed  that  have  no  significant 
environmental  impact. 

b.  List  of  Categorical  Exclusions. 

Categories  of  action,  identified  in  Annex  A  to 
this  enclosure,  have  been  determined  by  the 
Va  to  have  no  signiBcant  effect  on  the  human 
environment;  and  are  therefore  categorically 
excluded  from  the  preparation  of 
environmental  impact  statements  and 
environmental  assessments. 

c.  Changes  to  the  List  of  Categorical 
Exclusion. 

(1)  The  VA  List  of  Categorical  Exclusion 
will  be  continually  reviewed  and  refmed  as 
additional  categories  are  identiBed  and  as 
experience  is  gained  in  the  categorical 
exclusion  process.  VA  Components  may,  at 
any  time,  recommend  additions  or  changes  to 
the  VA  List  of  Categorical  Exclusion. 

(2)  VA  Components  are  encouraged  to 
develop,  in  their  procedures  implementing 
this  Part,  additional  categories  of  exclusion 
necessary  to  meet  their  unique  operational 
and  mission  requirements.  Categories  of 
exclusion  identiBed  by  a  VA  Component  will 
be  submitted  to  the  Assistant  Deputy 
Administrator  (OBice  of  Environmental 
Affairs]  for  review  and  approval,  and  for 
amendments  to  this  part,  following  public 
comment  and  review  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality. 

d.  Extraordinary  Circumstances. 
Determining  if  a  proposal  can  be 
categorically  excluded  is  a  three  step  process 
in  which  the  VA  Component  will: 

(1)  Determine  the  scope  of  the  proposal  and 
identify  elements  that  may  affect  the 
environment. 

(2)  Determine  if  the  proposal  is  included  in 
one  of  the  categories  of  action  on  the  VA 
Component  list  of  categorical  exclusion. 

(3)  Determine  if  extraordinary 
circumstances  may  cause  a  significant 
environmental  impact.  If  so,  an 
environmental  assessment  will  be  prepared. 
Extraordinary  circumstances  that  may  have  a 
significant  environmental  impact  include: 

(a)  Greater  scope  or  size  than  normally 
experienced  for  a  particular  category  of 
action. 

(b)  Actions  in  highly  populated  or 
congested  areas.. 

(c)  Potential  for  degradation,  although 
slight,  of  already  existing  poor  environmental 
conditions. 

(d)  Use  of  unproven  technology. 

(ej  Presence  of  endangered  species, 

archeological  remains,  or  other  protected 
resources. 

(f)  Use  of  hazardous  at  toxic  substances. 

7.  Actions  That  Normally  Require  an 
Environmental  Assessment.  If  a  project  is  not 
one  that  normally  requires  an  environmental 
impact  statement,  and  does  not  qualify  for 
categorical  exclusion,  the  VA  Component 
will  prepare  an  environmental  assessment 

a.  Criteria.  Criteria  used  to  determine  those 
categories  of  action  that  normally  require  an 
environmental  assessment  but  not 


necessarily  an  environmental  impact 
statement  include: 

(1)  Potential  for  minor  degradation  of 
environmental  quality. 

(2)  Potential  for  cumulative  impact  on 
environmental  quality. 

(3)  Presence  of  hazardous  or  toxic 
substances. 

(4)  Potential  for  violation  of  pollution 
abatement  laws. 

(5)  Potential  for  impact  on  protected 
resources. 

b.  Categories  of  Action.  The  following 
categories  of  action  normally  require  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental  assessment. 
VA  Components  may  identify  other 
categories  of  action  that  normally  require  an 
environmental  assessment.  An  environmental 
assessment  will  normally  be  required  if  the 
proposed  action: 

(1)  Involves  acquiring  or  disposing  of  land. 

(2)  Involves  land  located  in  a  wetland  or  a 
flood  plain. 

(3)  Involves  storm-water  run-off  and 
retainage. 

(4)  Conflicts  with  local  zoning  and  planning 
regulations. 

(5)  Dislocates  persons  or  residences,  or 
causes  major  population  shifts." 

(6)  ABects  protected  wildlife  or  vegetation. 

(7)  Involves  new  VA  construction  of  more 
than  10,000  square  feet. 

(8)  Increases  off-site  trafBc  flow  by  more 
than  10  per  cent. 

(9)  SigniBcantly  alters  oB-site  trafBc  flow. 

(10)  Involves  an  historically  designated 
building  or  area. 

(11)  Conflicts  with  local,  State,  or  Federal 
air  and  water  emission  and  toxic  substance 
standards. 

(12)  Conflicts  with  local  or  State 
regulations. 

(13)  Overloads  available  utility  system 
capacities. 

(14)  Involves  the  cumulative  use  of 
pesticides. 

(15)  Disposal  of  VA  real  estate  other  than 
properties  acquired  or  rehabilitated  uinder 
the  VA  Home  Loan  Program.  Other  categories 
of  action  that  normally  require  an 
environmental  assessment  include 
preparation  of  regulations,  directives, 
manuals,  or  other  guidance  that  have  a 
potential  for  signiBcant  impact  on  the 
environment. 

C.  Environmental  Assessment  Phase. 

1.  When  to  Prepare.  VA  Components  will 
begin  the  preparation  of  an  environmental 
assessment  as  early  as  possible  after  it  is 
determined  to  be  required.  VA  Components 
may  prepare  an  environmental  assessment  at 
any  time  to  assist  planning  and  decision¬ 
making. 

2.  Content  and  Format.  An  environmental 
assessment  is  a  concise  public  document  to 
determine  whether  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement.  An 
environmental  assessment  aids  in  complying 
with  the  Act  when  no  environmental  impact 
statement  is  necessary,  and  it  facilitates  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  if  one  is  necessary.  The 
environmental  assessment  shall  contain  brief 
discussions  of  the  following  topics: 

a.  Purpose  and  need  for  the  proposed 
action. 
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b.  Description  of  the  proposed  action. 

c.  Alternatives  considered. 

d.  Environmental  impact  of  the  proposed 
action  and  alternative  actions. 

e.  Listing  of  agencies  and  persons 
consulted. 

f.  Mitigating  measures  to  avoid  or  to 
minimize  environmental  harm  considered  in 
analyzing  the  proposed  action  and 
alternative  actions. 

g.  Conclusion  about  the  need  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement. 

3.  Public  Participation.  The  VA 
Components  shall  include  the  participation  of 
environmental  agencies,  applicants,  and  the 
public,  to  the  extent  practicable,  in  preparing 
environmental  assessments.  In  determining 
"to  the  extent  practicable,”  VA  Components 
will  consider: 

a.  Magnitude  of  the  proposal. 

b.  Likelihood  of  public  interest. 

c.  Need  to  act  quickly. 

d.  Potential  of  meaningful  public  comment. 

e.  Need  for  permits. 

f.  Statutory  authority  of  Federal,  State,  and 
local  environmental  agencies  related  to  the 
proposal. 

4.  Finding  ofNa  Significant  Impact.  If  a  VA 
Component  completes  an  environmental 
assessment  and  determines  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
required,  then  the  VA  Component  shall 
prepare  a  finding  of  no  signiBcant  impact  in 
accordance  with  Part  1501.4(e).  The  finding  of 
no  significant  impact  shall  be  made  available 
to  the  public  by  ^e  VA  Component  as 
specified  in  part  1506.6.  A  finding  of  no 
significant  impact  is  not  required  when  the 
decision  not  to  prepare  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  based  on  categorioel 
exclusion. 

5.  Natice  of  Intent.  When  a  VA  Component 
decides  to  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  it  shall  publish  a  notice  of  intent  in 
the  Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  Parts 
1501.7  and  1506.10.  The  notice  ef  inient  shall 
be  published  before  initiatitm  of  the  scoping 
process. 

D.  Environmental  Impact  Statement  Phase. 

1.  Scoping.  After  determining  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  and  publishing  the  notice  of  intent, 
the  VA  Component  will  initiate  the  scoping 
process  in  accordance  with  Part  1501.7. 

2.  Preparation.  Based  on  the  scoping 
process,  the  VA  Component  will  begin  to 
prepare  the  environmental  impact  statement 
Procedures  for  preparing  the  environmental 
impact  statement  are  set  forth  in  Part  1502, 
CEQ  Regulations. 

3.  Supplemental  Enviranmental  Impact 
Statements.  VA  Components  may  supplement 
a  draft  or  final  environmental  impact 
statement  at  any  time.  VA  Components  shall 
prepare  a  supplement  to  either  the  draft  or 
final  environmental  impact  statement  when 
required  under  the  criteria  contained  in  Part 
1502.9(c).  VA  Components  will  prepare, 
circulate,  and  file  a  supplement  to  an 
environmental  impact  statement  in  the  same 
fashion  as  a  draft  or  final  statement,  and  will 
introduce  the  supplement  into  their  formal 
administrative  record. 

4.  Information  on  the  NEPA  Process. 
Information  or  status  reports  on 
environmental  impact  statements  and  other 


elements  of  the  NEPA  process  shall  be 
provided  to  interested  persons  upon  request. 

a.  Each  VA  Component  shall  designate,  in 
its  procedures  implementing  this  Part,  where 
interested  persons  can  get  such  information. 

b.  For  those  actions  related  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Veterans 
Administration,  the  VA  Office  of 
Environmental  Adairs,  or  VA  Components, 
information  is  available  by  writing  the 
Assistant  Deputy  Administrator  (Office  of 
Environmental  Affairs),  Veterans 
Administration,  810  Vermont  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20420. 

5.  Circulation  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements.  VA  Components  shall  circulate 
draft  and  final  environmental  impact 
statements  as  prescribed  in  Part  1502.19.  VA 
Components  shall  also  provide  necessary 
copies  of  each  draft  and  each  final  statement 
to  the  Assistant  Deputy  Administrator  (Office 
of  Environmental  Affairs). 

E.  Pre-implementation  Actions. 

1.  Decisionmaking.  VA  Components  shall 
assure  that  decisions  are  made  in  full 
compliance  with  the  policies  and  procedures 
of  the  Act  and  that  the  NEPA  process  is 
integrated  into  the  decisionmaking  process. 
Proposals  and  actions  may  be  initiated  at  any 
level  including  the  facility  level.  Similarly, 
review  and  approval  authority  may  be 
exercised  at  various  levels  depending  on  the 
nature  of  the  action,  available  funding,  and 
statutory  authority.  VA  Components  may 
provide  further  guidance,  commensurate  with 
their  programs  and  organization,  for 
integration  of  environmental  considerations 
into  the  decisionmaking  process.  In 
accordance  with  Part  1505.1,  such  guidance 
shall  include  the  foDowing  procedures: 

a.  VA  Components,  as  a  minimum,  sheQ 
consider  environmental  effects  at  the 
following  major  decision  points: 

(1)  Decision  by  the  initiating  organization 
or  facility  to  forward  a  proposal  to  the 
approval  authority. 

(2)  Decision  by  any  intermediate  review 
authority  to  forward  a  proposal  to  the 
approval  authority. 

(3)  Decision  by  the  approval  authority  to 
implement  a  proposal  shall  include: 

(a)  Relevant  environmental  documents, 
comments,  and  responses  that  shall  be  made 
part  of  the  record. 

(b)  Relevant  environmental  documents, 
comments,  and  responses  that  shall 
accompany  a  proposal  through  existing  VA 
Component  review  processes,  so  that  VA 
Component  decisionmakers  use  the 
environmental  documents  in  making  their 
decisions. 

(c)  Alternative  actions  considered  by  the 
decisionmaker  that  shall  include  the  range  of 
alternatives  discussed  in  relevant 
environmental  documents.  The 
decisionmaker  shall  consider  the  alternatives 
described  in  the  environmental  impact 
statement. 

2.  Record  of  Decision.  In  actions  requiring 
an  environmental  impact  statement,  VA 
Components  shall  prepare  a  concise  public 
record  of  the  decision  at  the  time  of  their 
decision  or,  when  their  recommendation  is 
submitted  to  Congress,  if  appropriate.  The 
record  of  decision  is  not  intended  to  be  an 
extensive,  detailed  document  justifying  the 


decision.  Rather,  it  is  a  concise  document 
that  describes  the  decision,  the  alternatives 
and  relevant  factors  considered,  as  specified 
in  Part  1505.2. 

3.  Mitigation.  Throughout  the  NEPA 
process,  VA  Components  shall  consider 
mitigating  measures  to  avoid  or  minimize 
environmental  harm.  Mitigating  measures  or 
programs  will  be  identified,  when 
appropriate,  in  the  environmental  impact 
statement  and  made  available  to  all 
decisionmakers.  Mitigating  and  other 
conditions  established  in  the  environmental 
impact  statement,  or  during  its  review,  and 
committed  as  part  of  the  decision,  shall  be 
implemented  by  the  VA  Component. 

4.  Monitoring.  If  a  VA  Component 
determines  that  monitoring  is  required  for  an 
established  mitigating  action  or  program, 
then  a  monitoring  program  will  be  adopted  to 
assure  that  the  mitigating  measures  are 
accomplished.  VA  Components  shall  provide 
monitoring  information,  upon  request,  as 
specified  in  Part  1505.3.  However,  this  does 
not  include  standing  or  blanket  requests  for 
periodic  reporting. 

5.  Emergencies.  If  an  emergency  occurs, 

VA  Components  may  be  required  to  take 
immediate  action  with  significant 
environmental  impact  VA  Components  shall 
notify  the  Assistant  Deputy  Administrator 
(Office  on  Environmental  Affairs)  of  the 
emergency  action  at  the  earliest  possible  time 
to  permit  the  Assistant  Deputy  Administrator 
to  consult  with  the  Coimcil.  VA  Components 
shall  not  delay  any  emergency  action 
required  to  preserve  human  health. 

Annex  A — ^VA  List  of  Categorical  Exchisioa 

1.  Preparation  of  regulations,  direotives, 
manuals,  or  other  guidance  that  implement, 
but  do  not  substantially  change,  the 
regulations,  directives,  manuals,  or  other 
guidance  of  higher  organizational  levels  or 
another  Federal  agency. 

2.  Preparation  of  regulations,  directives, 
manuals,  and  other  guidance  related  to 
actions  that  qualify  for  categorical  exclusion. 

3.  Procurement'activities  for  goods  and 
services  for  routine  facility  operations, 
maintenance,  and  support 

4.  Routine  facility  maintenance  and  ground 
keeping  activities. 

5.  Minor  construction  conducted  in 
accordance  with  approved  facility  master 
plans  and  construction  projects  on  the 
interiors  of  buildings  including: 

a.  Safety  and  Fire  Deficiencies  (Relocate 
and  Update  Fire  Alarm  System)  (Dead-End 
Corridor  Stairs). 

b.  Air  Conditioning/Patient  Privacy  and 
Support. 

c.  Additional  Elevators. 

d.  Primary  Distribution  System.  Secondary 
Generator-VA  Form  10-1193a  will  be 
completed  and  kept  in  file  by  the  submitting 
hospital  (Medical  Center). 

e.  Air,  Oxygen,  Vacuum  Systems. 

f.  Heat  Rim  Around  System. 

g.  Automatic  Sprinkling  Systems. 

h.  Electrical  Deficiencies. 

i.  Smoke  Partitions. 

j.  Seismic  Corrections. 

k.  Interior  Wiring. 

l.  Interior  Renovation;  Modifications, 
modernization  of  buildings.  Operating  Rooms, 
Spinal  Cord  Injury  Units,  and  Supply  Centers. 


62804  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  165  /  Monday,  September  22,  1980  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


6.  Reduction  in  force  resulting  from 
workload  adjustments,  reduced  personnel  or 
funding  levels,  skill  imbalances,  or  other 
similar  causes. 

7,  Studies  that  involve  no  commitment  of 
resources  other  than  manpower  and  funding. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

(FRL  1609-51 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  Sulfur 
Dioxide  State  Implementation  Plan 
Revisions— Illinois 

AGENCV:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(USEPA)  announces  today  final 
rulemaking  on  the  Sulfur  Dioxide  (S02) 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP) 
revisions  for  the  State  of  Illinois.  USEPA 
published  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  on  these  revisions  on 
December  26, 1979  (44  FR  76308).  Based 
on  its  review  of  the  State's  response  and 
the  public  comments,  USEPA  takes  final 
rulemaking  action  to  approve,  and 
disapprove  specific  portions  of  the 
Illinois  S02  revisions  to  the  federally 
approved  SIP. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  final  rulemaking 
becomes  effective  on  September  22, 

1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  SIP  revision, 
public  comments  on  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (44  FR  76308),  and 
USEPA’s  evaluation  and  response  to 
comments  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  addresses: 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  V,  Air  Programs  Branch,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Public  Information  Reference  Unit  401 
M  Street  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Judy  Kertcher,  Regulatory  Analysis 
Section,  Air  Programs  Branch,  Region  V, 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604.  (312)  886-6038. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  14, 1978,  the  Illinois  Pollution 
Control  Board  (IPCB)  adopted  revisions 
to  Rules  101  and  204  of  Chapter  II  Part  II 
of  the  Illinois  Air  Pollution  Control 
Regulations.  These  regulations  control 
S02  emissions  from  fuel  combustion 
sources  located  outside  the  Chicago, 


Peoria  and  St.  Louis  major  urban  areas, 
and  also  control  S02  emissions  from 
existing  processes  designed  to  remove 
sulfur  compounds  from  flue  gases  of 
petroleum  and  petrochemical  processes. 
The  revised  rules  were  submitted  to 
USEPA  by  the  State  of  Illinois  SIP  under 
Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42 
U.S,C.  7410)  on  March  21, 1979. 
Supplemental  information  was 
submitted  by  the  State  on  September  19. 

1979.  It  should  be  noted  that  rules 
204(a)(1)  and  204(c)(1)(A)  have  been 
remanded  by  a  State  Appellate  Court. 
USEPA  cited  the  Illinois  SIP  as  being 
deficient  as  a  result  of  the  remand  on 
July  17, 1979  (44  FR  40723). 

In  the  December  26, 1979  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking,  USEPA  described 
the  provisions  of  the  S02  regulations, 
specified  areas  of  the  SIP  submittal 
which  in  USEPA’s  judgement  did  not 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  and  needed  either 
clarification  or  correction  by  the  State, 
and  invited  public  comment.  On  January 
17, 1980,  the  State  requested  and  was 
granted  a  two  week  extension  of  the 
public  comment  period  until  February  8, 

1980.  The  State  submitted  additional 
information  on  January  17, 1980  and  on 
February  7, 1980,  to  clarify  some  of  the 
provisions  in  the  submittal.  In  addition. 
USEPA  received  several  public 
comments  on  the  Illinois  submittal  and 
on  USEPA’s  proposed  action  on  it. 
Significant  comments  and  USEPA’s 
response  to  them  are  discussed  where 
applicable  in  this  notice. 

The  following  chart  summarizes  the 
actions  taken  by  USEPA  today  on  the 
Illinois  S02  SIP  revisions; 

Approval 

(1)  Rule  101— definitions  for  Clean  Air 
Act  and  Prevention  of  Significant 
Deterioration  increment. 

(2)  Rule  204(c)(2)(C) 

(3)  Rule  204(e)(3) 

(4)  Rule  204(i) 

(5)  Rules  204(c)(1)(B),  204(c)(1)(C), 
204(e)(1)  and  204(e)(2)  for  those  sources 
for  which  these  rules  do  not  represent  a 
relaxation  of  the  federally  enforceable 
SIP. 

(6)  Rule  204(h)  for  those  same  sources 
for  which  USl^A  proposed  approval  of 
rules  204(c)  and  204(e). 

Disapproval 

(1)  Rules  204(c)(1)(B),  204(c)(1)(C), 
204(e)(1)  and  204(e)(2)  for  those  sources 
for  which  these  rules  represent  a 
relaxation  of  the  federally  enforceable 
SIP. 

(2)  Rule  204(e)(4) 

(3)  Rule  204(f)(1)(D) 


(4)  Rule  204(h)  for  all  sources  not 
approved  under  Rule  204(c)  and  204(e). 
Rule  101 — Definitions 

In  the  December  26, 1979  Federal 
Register  (44  FR  76308),  USEPA  proposed 
approval  of  the  revised  definitions  for 
Clean  Air  Act  and  Prevention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  (PSD) 
increment.  No  comments  were  received 
regarding  these  definitions.  Therefore. 
USEPA  approves  Rule  101.  As  noted  in 
the  December  26. 1979  notice,  PSD 
increment  has  been  defined  only  with 
respect  to  S02,  and  this  definition  will 
have  to  be  expanded  to  include  the 
other  criteria  pollutants  prior  to  USEPA 
approval  of  the  Illinois  SIP  for  PSD. 

Rule  204(c} — Sulfur  Dioxide  Emissions 
for  Existing  Fuel  Combustion  Sources 

Rule  204(e)— Fuel  Combustion  Emission 
Sources  Located  Outside  of  the  Chicago, 
St.  Louis  (Illinois)  and  Peoria  Major 
Metropolitan  Areas 

In  the  December  26, 1979  Federal 
Register  (44  FR  76308),  USEPA  pointed 
out  that  rules  204(c)  and  204(e)  represent 
significant  relaxations  of  the  Illinois  S02 
SIP.  and  can  be  approved  by  USEPA 
only  if  it  is  shown  that  such  relaxations 
can  continue  to  provide  for  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  S02  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS).  In  addition,  such  relaxations 
must  be  shown  not  to  violate  any 
applicable  PSD  increment. 

The  State  of  Illinois  did  not  submit  a 
detailed  computer  dispersion  modeling 
study  to  predict  the  ambient  air  quality 
impact  of  these  rules.  USEPA  found  the 
State’s  rationale  supporting  these 
relaxations  of  the  S02  SIP  to  be 
inadequate,  and  explained  the  reasons 
for  its  determination  in  the  December  26, 
1979  Federal  Register  notice.  At  that 
time,  USEPA  proposed  to  approve 
revised  rules  204(c)(1)(B),  204(c)(1)(C). 
204(e)(1)  and  204(e)(2)  for  only  those 
specific  sources  for  which  these  rules  do 
not  represent  a  relaxation  of  the 
federally  enforceable  SIP  upon 
certification  by  the  State  of  Illinois  of 
the  names  and  locations  of  such  sources, 
the  sources’  current  federally 
enforceable  SIP  emissions  limitation, 
and  the  sources’  emission  limitations 
under  the  revised  rule.  The  State  of 
Illinois  was  given  until  the  close  of  the 
public  comment  period  to  submit  this 
certification. 

State  response:  On  January  17, 1980, 
and  February  7, 1980  the  State  submitted 
the  following  certified  list  of  the  names 
and  locations,  as  well  as  emissions  data, 
of  sources  for  which  rule  204  does  not 
represent  a  relaxation  of  the  federally 
enforceable  SIP  as  requested  in  the 
proposed  rulemaking  (44  FR  76308, 
76310): 
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Sources  of  10  Miffion  Btu  per  hour  or  more  not  Increasing  AHowaMe  Sulfur  Dtoidde  Emissions  as  a 
Result  of  Record  Rules  20^c)  and  204(e)  Because  New  Allowable  Emissions  Rate  is  Same  as  or  Less 
Than  OM  Allowable  Rate  Pounds  per  Hour  (Pounds  per  MHIIon  Btu) 


County  Name 

Emissions 

tormefly 

allowable' 

Emissions 
nowaHowable 
without 
new  permit 
apptcation’ 

Boone . 

.  Oifyster . 

.  1,750  (4.4) 

. .  1,317  (3.0) 

1,760  (4.4) 
1,317  (3.0) 
8,242  (5.1) 
8.022  (S3) 
22.2  (1.2) 
296(3.9) 
36.865  (3.6) 
S5355  (5S) 
20,800  (5.2) 
17,061  5.8) 
81,339(4.6) 
1,643  (4.35) 
396  (5.7) 

TIPS 

. . 

.  IIRirtwn^s . 

.  Il,0»p.3) 

,  _  .  _  22.2  (1,2) 

.  PSti  (3  fl) 

_  _  EElJoppa . 

.  _  36,865(3.6) 

.  .  .  niPR  ’  ’ 

.  55,555  (5  8) 

. . .  CIPS . 

_ _  24,000(6.0) 

.  17.0S1(fifl) 

. .  „  81,339(4.6) 

1,84.3(4.-^ 

.  396  (5.7) 

’  6.0  ibs-MMBtu  of  existing  ooal  fired  capacity  or  total  204(e)(2)  emissions  less  actual  ol  fired  and  NSPS  emissions,  wtiich- 
over  is  lower. 

’  Maximum  allowable  emissions  for  existing  coal  fired  capacity  according  to  revised  rules  204(c)  and  204(e)  consotdated, 
usually  equally  equalling  total  emissions  as  given  by  204(e)(2)  less  actual  oi  fired  NSPS  emissions.  (In  the  one  case  wherein  the 
new  allowable  limit  is  less  than  that  given  by  204(eK2)  the  allowable  emissions  were  determined  by  204(e)(1)  with  which  the 
source  is  required  to  comply.)  _ 

’Source  is  in  compliance  per  204(e)(3). 

CtPS=C)entral  Mitxxs  Public  Service. 

EEI= Electric  Energy  Incorporated. 


Public  comment:  One  utility  company 
submitted  a  comment  on  USEPA’s 
proposed  rulemaking  on  Rule  204(e)(1) 
outlined  in  the  December  26, 1979 
Federal  Register  (44  FR  76310).  The 
company  requested  a  six  month  grace 
period  to  submit  the  necessary  modeling 
studies  to  support  the  relaxed  emission 
limitations  reflected  in  revised  Rule 
204(e)(1). 

USEPA  Response:  The  State  has 
provided  the  information  requested  by 
USEPA  in  the  proposed  rulemaking  (44 
FR  76308,  76310). 

The  USEPA  cannot  approve  a  six 
month  grace  period  for  all  fllinois  SO2 
sources  realizing  a  relaxation  of 
emission  limitations  under  the  sections 
of  Rule  204  mentioned  above.  The 
affected  sources  must  be  in  compliance 
with  Rule  204  as  approved  by  USEPA  on 
May  31, 1972  (37  FR  10862)  until  such 
time  as  a  technical  study  is  performed 
by  or  submitted  to  the  State  to 
technically  support  the  relaxed  emission 
limitations  for  the  affected  sources.  The 
State  should  submit  these  modeling 
studies  to  USEPA  as  SIP  revisions  to  be 
reviewed  and  approved  by  USEPA. 

USEPA  Final  Determination:  USEPA 
approves  revised  rules  204(c)(1)(B), 
204(c)(1)(C),  204(e)(1)  and  204(e)(2)  for 
the  above  listed  sources,  and 
disapproves  rules  204(c)(1)(B), 
204(c)(1)(C),  204(e)(1)  and  294(e)(2)  for 
all  other  sources.  USEPA  will  consider 
revised  emission  limitations  for 
individual  sources  on  a  case  by  case 
basis  if  they  are  aooompanied  by  air 


quality  studies  which  show  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  NAAQS  and 
protection  of  the  PSD  increment.  USEPA 
will  reconsider  this  action  if,  at  a  futurB 
date,  additional  technical  support  is 
submitted  by  the  State  of  Illinois  which 
demonstrates  that  the  relaxed  emission 
limitations  will  not  cause  or  contribute 
to  violations  of  NAAQS  or  violate  the 
applicable  PSD  increments.  This 
additional  technical  support  can  take 
the  form  of  areawide  or  statewide 
modeling  studies  performed  by  the 
State,  or  individual  air  quality  impact 
assesements  adequate  to  support  a  SIP 
relaxation  for  an  individual  source.  The 
above  noted  studies  must  be  carried  out 
in  accordance  with  USEPA  modeling 
guidelines. 

USEPA  proposed  approval  of  revised 
rule  204(c)(2)(C)  in  the  December  26, 

1979  notice  (44  FR  76308,  76310).  This 
rule  codifles  the  waiver  granted  to  the 
State  of  Illinois  under  section  110(()  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  during  the  winter  fuel 
emergency  of  1977. 

State  Response:  None. 

Public  Comment’  None. 

USEPA  Final  Determination:  USEPA 
approves  rule  204(c)(2)(C)  of  the  Illinois 
SO,  SIP. 

USEPA  proposed  approval  of  rule 
204(e)(3)  in  the  December  26, 1979  notice 
(44  FR  76310)  as  a  process  by  which 
Illinois  can  set  alternative  SO,  emission 
limitations  upon  a  showing  that  the 
proposed  emission  rate  wilt  not  cause  or 
contribute  to  a  violation  of  the  NAAQS 
on  any  applicable  PSD  increment.  At 
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that  time,  however,  USEPA  stated  that 
each  such  emission  limitation,  along 
with  technical  support,  must  be 
submitted  to  US^A  for  review  and 
approval.  The  emission  limitation 
contained  in  the  federally  approved  SIP 
will  remain  in  effect  and  federally 
enforceable  for  the  source  in  question 
until  such  time  as  the  revised  emission 
limitation  is  submitted  to  and  approved 
by  USEPA. 

State  Response:  None. 

Public  Comment’  None. 

USEPA  Final  Determination:  USEPA 
approves  rule  204(e)(3)  for  those  sources 
able  to  show  that  the  proposed  emission 
rate  will  not  cause  or  contribute  to  a 
violation  of  the  NAAQS.  The  State  must 
submit  these  emission  limitations,  along 
with  the  technical  support  to  US^A  for 
approval. 

USEPA  proposed  disapproval  of  rule 
204(e)(4)  in  the  December  26, 1979  notice 
(44  FR  76310)  as  not  being  adequate  to 
protect  the  NAAQS.  Rule  204(e)(4)  does 
not  require  an  air  quality  impact 
assessment  or  a  showing  the  NAAQS 
and  applicable  PSD  increments  will  be 
protected  when  sources  increase 
allowable  emissions  from  6.0  pounds 
SO,/MMBtu  to  a  less  restrictive 
allowable  emission  limitation  derived 
under  federally  approved  rule  204(e). 

State  Response:  None.  __ 

Public  Comment:  None. 

USEPA  Final  Determination:  USEPA 
disapproves  rule  204(e)(4). 

Rule  204(f) — Sulfur  Standards  and 
Limitations  for  Process  Emission 
Sources 

In  the  December  26, 1979  notice  (44  FR 
76310)  USEPA  proposed  disapproval  of 
rule  204(f)(1)(D)  because  the  rule  as 
written  dere^ates  SO,  emission  fixim 
existing  processes  designed  to  remove 
sulfur  compounds  from  the  flue  gases  of 
petroleum  and  petrochemical  processes. 
This  rule  does  not  require  an  assessment 
of  the  ambient  air  quality  impact  of  SO, 
emissions  from  these  sources,  or  a 
showing  that  increasing  the  allowable 
emissions  from  these  sources  will  not 
cause  or  contribute  to  violations  of 
NAAQS  or  any  applicable  PSD 
increment. 

State  Response:  Illinois  EPA  has 
indicated  in  its  letter  of  February  7, 1980 
that  upon  final  rulemaking  action  by 
USEPA  disapproving  the  revised  Rule 
204(f)(1)(D),  Illinois  EPA  will  take 
corrective  action  by  reinstating  the 
equations  of  Rule  204fe)  into  Rule 
204(f)(1)(D)  to  imvide  for  specific 
emission  limitations  for  the  affected 
sources. 


62806  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  185  /  Monday,  September  22.  1980  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


•  Public  Comment;  Several  comments 
on  this  rule  and  USEPA's  proposed 
disapproval  were  received,  including 
letters  from  Hve  oil  companies.  The  old 
rule  204(f)(1)(D)  specified  that  SOj 
emissions  from  sulfur  compound 
recovery  processes  shall  not  exceed  the 
emissions  level  determined  by  the 
equations  of  Rule  204(e).  These  204(e) 
formulas,  specifically  Rule  204(e)(2) 
provide  the  basis  for  current  operating 
permit  conditions.  These  commentors 
believe  that  the  Illinois  EPA  operating 
permit  system  will  prevent  SO2 
emissions  from  increasing  above  the 
current  maximum  allowable  level. 
Therefore,  the  commentors 
recommended  that  USEPA  approve 
revised  rule  204(f)(1)(D)  for  those 
sources  which  can  demonstrate,  through 
permit  conditions,  that  no  relaxation  of 
the  SOt  SIP  will  occur. 

One  other  public  comment  was 
received  from  a  public  interest  group 
supporting  USEPA’s  disapproval  of  rule 
204(f)(1)(D).  The  commentor  agreed  with 
USEPA  position  that  technical  analyses 
demonstrating  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  NAAQS  should  be 
required  for  sources  seeking  relaxation 
of  emission  limits. 

USEPA  Final  Determination:  Rule 
204(f)(1)(D)  applies  to  SOt  emissions  for 
existing  sulfur  recovery  processes 
associated  with  petrochemical  and 
petroleum  facilities. 

USEPA  proposed  to  disapprove 
revised  Rule  204(f)(1)(D)  because  the 
revised  rule  as  written  completely 
deregulates  SOt  emissions  for  existing 
sulfur  recovery  processes  associated 
with  petrochemical  and  petroleum 
facilities.  USEPA  believes  that  the  State 
needs  to  include  a  mechanism  in  Rule 
204(f)(1)(D)  by  which  emission 
limitations  can  be  determined  for  the 
affected  facilities.  Such  a  mechanism 
could  take  the  form  of  Rule  204(e) 
formulas  to  set  appropriate  emission 
limitations  for  the  affected  facilities 
provided  these  emission  limitations  do 
not  represent  relaxations  of  the  existing 
SOt  SIP.  In  cases  where  emission 
limitations  determined  by  the  Rule  > 
204(e)  formulas  represent  SIP 
relaxations,  air  quality  modeling 
analyses  must  be  required  to  determine 
whether  such  relaxations  will  cause 
violations  of  the  SOt  NAAQS. 

USEPA  will  consider  revised  emission 
limitations  for  individual  sources  on  a 
case  by  case  basis  if  they  are 
accompanied  by  air  quality  studies 
which  show  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  NAAQS  and 
protection  of  the  PSD  increment. 

Therefore.  USEPA  disapproves  rule 
204(f)(1)(D). 


Rule  204(h} — Compliance  Dates 

In  the  December  26, 1979  Federal 
Register  notice  (44  FR  76310),  USEPA 
proposed  approval  of  rule  204(h)  for 
those  same  sources  for  which  USEPA 
proposed  approval  of  rules  204(c)  and 
204(e).  USEPA  proposed  disapproval  for 
all  other  sources. 

State  Response;  None.  • 

Public  Comment:  None. 

USEPA  Final  Determination:  USEPA 
approves  rule  204(h)  for  those  same 
sources  for  which  USEPA  approves 
rules  204(c)  and  204(e),  and  disapproves 
rule  204(h)  for  all  other  sources. 

Rule  204(i)— Dispersion  Enhancement 
Techniques 

Also  in  the  December  26, 1979  notice 
(44  FR  76310),  USEPA  proposed 
approval  of  rule  204(i).  This  rule  governs 
the  use  of  dispersion  enhancement 
techniques,  and  USEPA  finds  rule  204(i) 
to  be  consistent  with  section  123  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act. 

State  Response:  None. 

Public  Comment:  None. 

USEPA  Final  Determination:  USEPA 
approves  rule  204(i). 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  USEPA 
is  required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation 
is  “significant”  and  therefore  subject  to 
the  procedural  requirements  of  the 
Order  or  whether  it  may  follow  other 
specialized  development  procedures. 
USEPA  labels  these  other  regulations 
“specialized.”  I  have  reviewed  this 
regulation  and  determined  that  it  is  a 
specialized  regulation  not  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12044. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  this  final  ' 
action  is  available  only  by  the  filing  of  a 
petition  for  review  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  within  60  days  of  (date  of 
publication).  Under  Section  307(b)(2)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  the  requirements 


which  are  the  subject  of  today's  notice 
may  not  be  challenged  later  in  civil  or 
criminal  proceedings  brought  by  EPA  to 
enforce  these  requirements. 

This  notice  of  hnal  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  Sections 
110(a),  172  and  301(a)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended  [42  U.S.C.  §  7410(a), 
7502,  7601(a)]. 

Dated:  September  15, 1980. 

Douglas  Costle, 

Administrator. 

Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Chapter  I  Part  52  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  52.720(c)  is  amended  by 
adding  new  subparagraphs  (22)  and  (23) 
to  read  as  follows; 

§  52.720  Identification  of  plan. 

ft  fir  *  *  fb 

(c)  *  *  * 

(22)  On  March  21, 1979,  the  State  of 
Illinois  submitted  to  the  USEPA  revised 
regulations  for  control  of  sulfur  dioxide 
emissions.  On  September  19, 1979,  the 
State  submitted  additional  information 
on  these  revised  regulations  to  the 
USEPA. 

(23)  On  January  17, 1980  and  on 
February  7, 1980  the  State  submitted 
further  information  and  clarifications  to 
Rule  204. 

2.  Section  52.724  is  amended  by 
adding  new  paragraphs  (b)-(f)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  52.724  Control  strategy:  sulfur  dioxide. 
***** 

(b)  Part  D — ^Disapproval — USEPA 
disapproves  Rules  204(c)(1)(B),  Rule 
204(c)(1)(C),  Rule  204(e)(1)  and  Rule 
204(e)(2)  for  those  sources  for  which 
these  rules  represent  a  relaxation  of  the 
federally  enforceable  State 
Implementation  Plan.  Rule  204(c)(1)(B), 
Rule  204(c)(1)(C),  Rule  204(e)(1)  and  Rule 
204(e)(2)  are  approved  as  not 
representing  relaxations  of  the  State 
Implementation  Plan  for  the  following 
sources: 


Sources  of  10  MilHon  Btu  per  Hour  or  More  Not  Increasing  Allowable  Sulfur  Dioxide  Emissions  as  a 
ResuH  of  Record  Rules  204(c)  and  204(e)  Because  New  Allowable  Emissions  Rate  is  Same  as  or  Less 
Than  Old  Allowable  Rate  Pounds  per  Hour  (Pounds  per  Million  Btu) 


County 

Name 

Emissions 
formerly 
allowable ' 

Emissions 
now  allowable 
without 
new  permit 
application  ‘ 

Boon© . . . . . . . 

1.760  (4.4) 
1517  (3.0) 
8.242  (5.1) 
8.022  (5.3) 
22.2(1.2) 
296  (3.9) 
36.865  (3.6) 
55.555  (5.8) 
24.000  (6.0) 
17.051  (5.8) 
81.339(4.6) 
1.643(4.35) 
396  (5.7) 

1.760  (4.4) 
1.317  (3.0) 
8.242  (5.1) 
6.022  (5.3) 
22.2(1.2) 
296  (3.9) 
36.665  (3.6) 
55.555  (5.8) 
20.800  (5.2) 
17.051  (5.8) 
81.339(4.6) 
1.643  (4.35) 
396  (5.7) 

niPR  .  . 

La  SaHe....v . . . . 

„  cips..!.' . . . . . 

riPS 
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'6.0  fce/MMBTU  of  exieing  cool  fired  oapacily  or  total  204(e)(2)  enwsiona  lees  actual  ol  Bred  and  N6P8  ewiesions,  wWelv 
ever  ia  lower. 

'Mttiimum  allowable  emiesions  lor  existing  cool  Ibed  oegacHy  aceordlng  to  revised  rules  204(c)  and  204(e)  consolidaled, 
usually  equally  equelftng  total  emissions  as  given  by  204(e)(2)  less  actual  oil  fired  N8PS  emiesiorw.  (In  the  one  case  wherein  toe 
new  allowable  limit  is  less  than  that  given  by  a04(e)(2)  toe  allowable  emissions  were  determined  by  204(e)(1)  vrito  which  the 
source  is  required  to  comply.) 

’Source  is  In  complience  per  204(e)(3). 

CIP8>=  Central  Illinois  Pubfc  Service. 

EEI>=  Electric  Energy  Incorporated. 


This  disapproval  does  not  in  and  of 
itself  result  in  the  growth  restrictions  of 
section  110(a](2](l). 

(c)  Disapproval — ^USEPA  disapproves 
Rule  204(e](4]  as  not  being  adequate  to 
protect  the  NAAQS.  This  disapproval 
does  not  in  and  of  itself  result  in  the 
growth  restrictions  of  section 
110(aK2)(I). 

(d)  Disapproval — USEPA  disapproves 
Rule  204(f)(l](D]  as  completely 
deregulating  SO2  emissions  from 
existing  processes  without  providing  an 
assessment  of  the  ambient  air  quality 
impact  or  a  showing  that  increasing  the 
allowable  emissions  from  these  sources 
will  not  cause  or  contribute  to  violations 
of  the  NAAQS  or  PSD  increments.  This 
disapproval  does  not  in  and  of  itself 
result  in  the  growth  restrictions  of 
section  110(a](2](I). 

(e)  Disapproval — USEPA  disapproves 
Rule  204(h]  for  those  sources  for  which 
USEPA  has  disapproved  rules  204(c]  and 
204(e).  This  disapproval  does  not  in  and 
of  itself  result  in  the  growth  restrictions 
of  section  110(a](2)(I). 

(f)  Approval — USEPA  approves  rule 
204(e)(3)  for  those  sources  able  to  show 
that  the  proposed  emission  rate  will  not 
cause  or  contribute  to  a  violation  of  the 
NAAQS.  The  State  must  submit  these 
emission  limitations,  along  with  the 
technical  support  to  USEPA  for 
approval. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29273  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 

40  CFR  Part  52 
[FRL  1612-1] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  Illinois 
State  Impiementation  Plan 

agency:  United  States  Environmental 

Protection  Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. _ . 

summary:  This  notice  announces  final 
rulemaking  approving  the  deadlines  by 
which  the  State  of  Illinois  has 
committed  itself  to  remedy  conditionally 
approved  portions  of  its  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  and  on  the 
additional  deadlines  proposed  by  the 
United  States  Environmental  Protection 


Agency  (USEPA).  USEPA  proposed 
rulemaking  on  the  deadlines  on  March 
17. 1980  (45  FR  17043). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  Hnal  rulemaking  is 
effective  as  of  September  16, 1980. 
addresses:  Copies  of  the  Illinois  SIP 
and  public  comments  on  the  proposed 
deadlines  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  addresses: 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Air  Programs  Branch  Region  V,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 

Illinois  60604. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  401 
M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Gary  Gulezian,  Chief.  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Programs  Branch, 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604.  (312)  886-6029. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
February  21, 1980,  USEPA  announced 
final  rulemaking  on  revisions  to  the 
Illinois  State  Implementation  Plan  (45 
FR  11472).  Illinois  submitted  these 
revisions  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of 
Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended 
in  1977  (Act).  In  the  final  rulemaking, 
USEPA  conditionally  approved  certain 
revisions  to  the  Illinois  SIP.  A 
conditional  approval  requires  the  State 
to  remedy  identihed  deficiencies  by 
specified  deadlines.  A  discussion  of 
conditional  approval  and  its  practical 
effect  appears  in  the  July  2, 1979  Federal 
Register  (44  FR  38583)  and  the 
November  23, 1979  F^eral  Register  (44 
FR  67182). 

During  negotiations  with  the  USEPA, 
the  State  of  Illinois  committed  itself  to 
remedy  conditionally  approved  portions 
of  the  SIP  on  a  specific  schedule.  USEPA 
proposed  approval  of  the  deadlines  in 
that  schedule  on  March  17, 1980  (45  FR 
17043).  In  order  to  satisfy  some  of  the  ' 
conditions,  the  State  made  commitments 
to  submit  proposed  regulations  to  the 
Illinois  Pollution  Control  Board  (IPCB) 
by  a  specified  date  but  could  not  assure 
USEPA  when  or  if  the  regulations  would 
be  promulgated.  As  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking,  USEPA 
recognizes  that  the  State  cannot  legally 


prejudge  the  outcome  of  the  IPCB’s 
statutorily  mandated  proceedings. 
Therefore,  USEPA  proposed  dates  by 
which  the  State  must  promulgate  and 
submit  the  regulations  to  USEPA. 

USEPA  believes  that  these  final  dates 
are  necessary  to  ensure  that  deficiencies 
are  timely  and  appropriately  addressed 
enabling  the  SIP  to  satisfy  die 
requirements  of  the  Act. 

USEPA  received  public  comments  on 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  firom 
several  steel  companies,  a  public 
interest  group,  and  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Some  of  the  comments  generally 
addressed  the  use  of  conditional 
approval  and  conditional  approval 
schedules.  Other  comments  related 
specifically  to  the  schedules  for 
particulates.  New  Source  Review  (NSR), 
and  nitrogen  oxide.  These  comments  are 
discussed  below.  No  comments  were 
received  specifically  addressing  the 
schedules  for  the  correction  of 
deficiencies  in  the  Illinois  SIP  for  sulfur 
dioxide,  ozone,  carbon  monoxide,  and 
transportation  control  plans.  Therefore, 
USEPA  approves  the  schedules  for 
correcting  conditionally  approved 
portions  of  the  plan  for  sulfur  dioxide, 
and  carbon  monoxide.  USEPA  also 
approves  the  schedules  for  correcting 
conditionally  approved  portions  of  the 
plan  for  ozone  and  transportation 
control,  as  discussed  below. 

In  the  final  rulemaking  of  February  21. 
1980  (45  FR  11472, 11485),  USEPA  stated 
that  the  State  must  correct  all 
deficiencies  in  the  transportation  control 
plans  for  Peoria,  and  several  of  the 
deficiencies  for  the  Northeast  Illinois 
(Chicago]  area  within  six  months  of 
final  rulemaking.  In  USEPA’s  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  on  Illinois’ 
schedules  for  remedying  conditional 
approval  items  (45  FR  17043, 17044),  the 
date  for  submittal  of  the  Peoria  and 
Chicago  transportation  control  plan 
requirements  were  incorrectly  listed  as 
July  31, 1980.  The  correct  date  is  August 
31, 1980. 

Also  in  the  notice  of  final  rulemaking 
(45  FR  11472, 11482)  USEPA 
conditionally  approved  Illinois  Rule 
205(k]  and  Rule  205(n]  with  the 
condition  that  the  State  conduct  studies 
to  demonstrate  whether  these  rules 
represent  reasonably  available  control 
technology  (RACT).  If  necessary  the 
State  must,  submit  revised  regulations 
representing  RACT  to  the  Illinois 
Pollution  Control  Board.  Illinois 
committed  itself  to  fulfill  these 
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conditions  within  nine  months  of  the 
effective  date  of  USEPA’s  final 
rulemaking,  and  USEPA  proposed  to 
approve  a  deadline  of  November  30, 

1980  (45  FR 17043, 17044)  for  completion 
of  this  requirement.  USEPA  was  to 
arrange  for  a  contractor  to  do  the 
required  studies  on  behalf  of  the  State. 
However,  due  to  problems  in  obtaining  a 
contractor,  the  studies  were  delayed  for 
three  months.  Therefore,  USEPA  is 
extending  the  date  for  completion  of  this 
requirement  until  February  28, 1981,  to 
allow  the  State  to  meet  its  commitment 
to  fulfill  the  condition  in  nine  months. 

Public  Comments  and  USEPA  Final 
Determinations 

The  steel  companies  allege  that 
USEPA’s  February  21, 1980  final 
rulemaking  on  the  Illinois  SIP  (45  FR 
11472)  and  its  March  17, 1980  proposed 
rulemaking  (45  FR  17043)  on  the 
schedules  for  correcting  deficiencies  in 
the  plan  are  illegal  both  in  procedure 
and  substance,  USEPA  believes  that 
comments  on  its  final  rulemaking  on  the 
Illinois  SIP,  including  comments  on  the 
specific  conditions  for  approval,  are  not 
germane  to  today’s  rulemaking  on 
schedules.  Comments  on  that 
rulemaking  were  due  during  the 
comment  period  announced  in  the  July  2, 
1979  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (44 
FR  38587).  In  the  February  21, 1980  final 
rulemaking,  USEPA  responded  to 
significant  public  comments  submitted 
during  the  announced  comment  period. 
The  final  rulemaking  was  challengeable 
in  the  appropriate  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  within  sixty  days. 

The  steel  companies  suggest  that  the 
March  17, 1980  proposed  rulemaking  on 
schedules  is  illegal  since  it  implements 
the  conditional  approval  policy.  The 
commenters  argue  that  the  use  of 
conditional  approvals  is  not  authorized 
by  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  circumvents 
the  procedural  safeguards  of  Section  307 
of  the  Act,  USEPA  responded  to  the 
commenters’  comments  on  the 
conditional  approval  policy  in  the 
February  21, 1980  Federal  Register  (45 
FR  11472, 11476).  These  responses  are 
incorporated  herein  by  reference  and 
are  not  reiterated.  Because  USEPA 
believes  that  the  use  of  conditional 
approvals  is  legal  and  does  not 
circumvent  any  procedural  safeguards, 
rulemaking  on  schedules  to  implement 
the  conditional  approval  is  not  illegal. 

The  steel  companies  contend  that 
USEPA  committed  a  procedural  error  by 
stating  that  “although  public  comment  is 
solicited  on  the  deadlines,  the  State 
remains  bound  by  its  commitments 
unless  the  schedules  are  disapproved  by 
USEPA  in  its  Final  Rulemaking  action.’’ 
The  steel  companies  believe  that  this 


amounts  to  final  rulemaking  with  a 
subsequent  comment  period  in 
contravention  of  the  requirements  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  and  the  Administrative 
Procedures  Act.  USEPA  disagrees  that 
this  action  was  final  rulemaking  with  a 
subsequent  comment  period  or  even 
final  rulemaking.  USEPA  did  not 
promulgate  the  deadlines.  The  statement 
in  the  proposal  was  a  reminder  to  the 
State  that  the  State  was  not  relieved  of 
its  commitments  by  USEPA’s 
rulemaking  on  the  State’s  deadlines. 

The  steel  companies  contend  that  the 
additional  deadlines  proposed  by 
USEPA  for  the  completion  of  State 
rulemaking  infringe  on  State  sovereignty 
and  State’s  rights  imder  the  Tenth 
Amendment  to  the  United  States 
Constitution.  As  USEPA  discussed  in  the 
March  17, 1980  proposed  rulemaking,  it 
recognizes  that  the  State  cannot  legally 
prejudge  or  dictate  the  outcome  of  State 
proceedings.  Nevertheless,  identified 
deficiencies  in  the  SIP  cannot  remain 
uncorrected  indefinitely.  USEPA 
imposes  the  additional  date  not  to  force 
legislative  action  but  to  assure  that  the 
Illinois  SIP  is  adequate  to  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
within  a  reasonable  time.  If  the  State 
caimot  or  will  not  correct  the 
deficiencies  within  a  reasonable  time, 
USEPA  must  promulgate  regulations  to 
correct  the  deficiency  pursuant  to 
Section  110(c)(1)(C)  of  the  Act. 

The  steel  companies  had  several 
comments  on  the  schedules  for 
particulates.  The  steel  companies  state 
that  the  proposed  schedule  for  the  study 
and  promulgation  of  any  necessary 
regulations  relating  to  particulate 
emissions  from  storage  piles  with 
uncontrolled  emissions  of  less  than  50 
tons  per  year  does  not  provide  industry 
with  enough  time  to  comply  with  the 
regulations. 

USEPA  proposed  that  the  State 
promulgate  any  necessary  regulations 
for  this  source  category  by  December  31, 

1981.  The  Clean  Air  Act  requires 
attainment  of  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  (NAAQS)  by 
December  31, 1982.  Concomitantly,  any 
regulation  necessary  for  a 
demonstration  of  attaiiunent  must  have 
a  final  compliance  date  of  December  31, 

1982.  USEPA  believes  that  affected 
sources  will  have  the  opportunity  during 
State  rulemaking  to  apprise  the  State  of 
their  concerns  so  that  regulatory 
requirements  are  tailored  to  the 
statutorily  allotted  time  for  compliance. 
USEPA  also  recognizes  that  control  for 
this  type  of  eihissions  does  not  generally 
require  the  design,  installation,  and 
operation  of  major  pollution  control 


equipment  such  as  baghouses  or 
scrubbers. 

One  commenter,  a  public  interest 
group,  expressed  its  concern  that  the 
proposed  schedule  relating  to  emissions 
from  storage  piles  grants  twelve  months 
for  any  necessary  rulemaking  after  the 
completion  of  studies  but  does  not 
specify  whether  the  State  or  USEPA 
determines  whether  regulations  are 
“necessary”.  According  to  the 
commenter,  a  year  could  be  wasted  if 
USEPA  determined  that  regulations 
were  necessary  but  the  State  refused  to 
act.  Therefore,  the  commentor  states 
that  the  use  of  a  conditional  approval  is 
not  lawful  where  action  necessary  to 
comply  with  the  Act  has  not  been 
identified  and  future  State  action  is 
speculative. 

Although  states  have  the  authority  to 
choose  the  mix  of  controls  for 
demonstrating  attainment,  USEPA  has 
statutory  responsibility  to  determine  if 
SIPs  are  adequate  to  achieve  the 
NAAQS  and  satisfy  the  requirements  of 
the  Act.  As  part  of  that  responsibility, 
USEPA  will  review  the  studies 
submitted  by  the  State.  If  USEPA 
determines,  absent  a  demonstration  of 
attainment,  that  reasonable  available 
control  technology  (RACT)  is  required 
for  this  source  category,  the  State  has 
the  opportunity  to  correct  the  deficiency 
by  promulgating  regulations.  Failure  to 
promulgate  the  regulations  or  proceed 
with  rulemaking  would  be  a  failure  by 
the  State  to  satisfy  the  condition  of 
approval  in  the  final  rulemaking  and 
would  cause  the  plan  to  be  deficient. 
Under  Section  110(c)(1)(C)  of  the  Act, 
the  Administrator  would  disapprove  the 
plan  or  regulations  and  commence 
promulgation  of  regulations  to  correct 
the  deficiency.  Therefore,  USEPA 
approves  the  proposed  deadlines  for  the 
completion  of  studies  and  the 
promulgation  of  any  necessary 
regulations  relating  to  particulate 
emissions  from  storage  piles  with 
uncontrolled  emissions  of  less  than  50 
tons  per  year. 

’The  steel  companies  question  the  use 
of  emission  factors  in  determining 
potential  emissions  from  storage  piles. 
As  stated  above,  comments  on 
conditions  in  the  February  21, 1980  final 
rulemaking  are  not  relevant  to  today’s 
rulemaking.  The  steel  companies  also 
question  the  State’s  ability  to  lawfully 
satisfy  its  commitment  within  the 
proposed  deadline.  USEPA  assumes  that 
the  State  considered  the  time  required  to 
comply  with  all  legal  requirements  when 
it  made  its  commitment  to  USEPA. 
Therefore,  USEPA  believes  the  deadline 
provides  sufficient  time  for  State 
compliance.  Any  comments  concerning 
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the  lawful  adoption  of  the 
administrative  rules  are  premature. 

When  the  administrative  rules  afe 
submitted  as  a  revision  to  the  Illinois 
SIP,  USEPA  will  solicit  public  comment 
on  the  substance  of  the  rules  and  on  the 
procedures  by  which  they  were  adopted. 
USEPA  approves  the  deadlines  for 
satisfying  this  condition. 

Two  commenters  indicated  that 
USEPA  did  not  propose  rulemaking  on  a 
schedule  in  the  February  21, 1980  final 
rulemaking  (45  FR 11472, 11477)  for  the 
completion  of  studies  on  nontraditional 
particulate  sources  and  on  the  proposal 
of  new  regulations  for  these  sources. 

This  schedule  revised  dates  in  the 
schedule  on  which  USEPA  proposed 
rulemaking.  USEPA  agrees  with  the 
commenters  that  the  public  has  not  been 
given  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
revised  schedule.  Therefore,  U^PA  will 
propose  rulemaking  on  the  omitted 
schedule  in  a  separate  notice  to  be 
published  shortly.  USEPA  will  respond 
to  all  comments  on  the  schedule  in  the 
final  rulemaking  on  that  notice.  The 
State  remains  bound  by  its  commitments 
unless  the  schedule  is  disapproved  by 
USEPA  in  its  Hnal  rulemaking. 

Both  a  public  interest  group  and  the 
steel  companies  submitted  comments  on 
the  proposed  schedule  for  new  source 
review.  The  State  of  Illinois  committed 
itself  to  submit  either  a  determination 
by  the  Illinois  Attorney  General  that  the 
promulgation  of  the  New  Source  Review 
Rules  is  consistent  with  Illinois  law;  or. 
in  the  alternative,  to  submit  to  USEPA 
for  approval  another  nonattainment 
area  new  source  review  plan  consistent 
with  Illinois  law  and  satisfying  the 
requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 
USEPA  proposed  that  this  action  be 
completed  within  six  months  of  the 
February  21, 1980  final  rulemaking  (45 
FR  11472).  All  of  the  commenters  believe 
that  six  months  is  insufficient  time  for 
new  rules  to  be  legally  adopted  by  the 
State.  The  public  interest  group  believes, 
however,  that  the  Illinois  Attorney 
General  could  meet  an  earlier  deadline 
for  issuing  an  opinion.  The  group  is 
concerned  that  if  an  Attorney  General’s 
opinion  indicates  that  the  rules  were  not 
legally  adopted,  any  permits  issued 
during  the  six  month  conditional 
approval  period  may  be  illegal. 
Consequently,  the  group  asks  that  the 
schedule  be  shortened  and  if  the 
Attorney  General’s  opinion  finds  the 
rules  illegal,  that  US^A  terminate  its 
conditional  approval  of  the  Illinois  New 
Source  Review  Rules  during  the  period 
when  the  State  is  conducting  new 
rulemaking. 

USEPA  assumes  that  the  State,  in 
making  a  commitment  to  the  six  month 


deadline,  considered  the  amount  of  time 
it  needed  to  fulfill  the  alternative 
conditions.  Further,  USEPA  believes 
that  the  State  was  aware,  in  making  its 
commitment,  of  the  potential  for 
invalidation  of  permits  issued  during  the 
conditional  approval  period.  Therefore, 
USEPA  approves  the  deadline  for 
satisfying  the  conditions  for  new  source 
review.  If  the  State  has  not  satisfied  one 
of  the  conditions  by  the  end  of  the  six 
months,  the  conditional  approval  will 
terminate. 

The  State  requested  that  the  proposed 
schedule  for  analyzing  the  nitrogen 
dioxide  problem  in  the  Chicago  area  and 
for  developing  any  necessary 
regulations  be  revised.  The  State  asked 
that  the  July  1, 1980  deadline  be  revised 
until  April  1, 1981.  USEPA  will  propose 
rulemaking  on  this  revised  schedule  and 
commitment  in  a  separate  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  to  be  issued 
shortly. 

In  summary,  USEPA  approves  the 
schedules  proposed  in  the  March  17, 

1980  Federal  Register  for  the  correction 
of  debciencies  in  the  Illinois  SIP  for 
particulates,  sulfur  dioxide,  ozone, 
carbon  monoxide,  transportation 
control,  and  new  source  review. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  5 
U.S.C.  1553(d)(3).  USEPA  finds  good 
cause  for  making  this  rule  immediately 
effective  since  no  party  will  be  harmed 
by  this  action.  Further,  some  of  the  dates 
in  the  schedules  promulgated  today  for 
the  correction  of  deficiencies  in 
conditionally  approved  portions  of  the 
Illinois  SIP  have  passed  or  will  pass 
Shortly. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044  (43  FR 
12661),  USEPA  is  required  to  judge 
whether  a  regulation  is  “significant” 
and,  therefore,  subject  to  certain 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  US^A  labels 
proposed  regulations  as  “specialized.”  I 
have  reviewed  these  proposed 
regulations  pursuant  to  the  guidance  in 
USEPA’s  response  to  Executive  Order 
12044,  “Improving  Environmental 
Regulations,”  signed  March  29, 1979  by 
the  Administrator  and  I  have 
determined  that  they  are  specialized 
regulations  not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  this  final 
action  is  available  only  by  the  filing  of  a 
petition  for  review  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  within  60  days  of  (date  of 
publication).  Under  Section  307(b)(2)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  the  requirements 
which  are  the  subject  of  today’s  notice 
may  not  be  challenged  later  in  civil  or 


criminal  proceedings  brought  by  USEPA 
to  enforce  these  requirements. 

This  Notice  of  Final  Rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  Sections 
110(a),  172  and  301  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  7410(a),  7502, 
7601(a)). 

Dated:  September  16, 1980. 

Douglas  Costle, 

Administrator. 

Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Chapter  1,  Part  52,  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  52.724(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  52.724  Control  strategy:  Sulfur  dioxide, 
dioxide. 

(a)  Part  D — Conditional  Approval — 
The  Illinois  plan  is  approved  provided 
that  the  following  condition  is  satisfied: 

(1)  The  plan  includes  a  reanalysis  of 
the  Pekin,  Illinois  area,  a  submittal  of 
the  analysis  results  to  USEPA,  the 
proposal  of  any  additional  regulations  to 
the  Illinois  Pollution  Control  Board 
necessary  to  insure  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  sulfur  dioxide 
standard,  and  the  promulgation  of  any 
necessary  regulations.  The  State  must 
complete  the  reanalysis,  submit  the 
results  to  USEPA  and  submit  any 
necessary,  additional  regulations  to  the 
Illinois  Pollution  Control  Board  by 
September  30, 1980.  Any  necessary 
regulation  must  be  finally  promulgated 
by  the  State  and  submitted  to  USEPA  by 
September  30, 1981. 

2.  Section  52.725(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  52.725  Control  strategy:  Particulates. 

(a)  Part  D — Conditional  Approval — 
The  Illinois  plan  is  approved  provided 
that  the  following  conditions  are 
satisfied: 

(1)  The  State  utilizes  emissions  factors 
for  determining  potential  emissions, 
promulgates  rules  specifying  the  manner 
in  which  these  emission  factors  will  be 
used,  and  submits  these  rules  to  the 
Illinois  Secretary  of  State  and  USEPA 
by  July  1, 1980. 

(2)  The  State  conducts  an  analysis  of 
the  potential  air  quality  impact  from 
storage  piles  with  uncontrolled 
emissions  of  less  than  50  tons/year, 
submits  the  results  of  the  analysis  to 
USEPA,  and  submits  any  necessary 
regulations  to  the  Illinois  Pollution 
Control  Board.  The  State  must  satisfy 
these  conditions  by  December  30, 1980. 
Any  necessary  regulations  must  be 
finally  promulgated  by  the  State  and 
submitted  to  USEPA  by  December  31, 
1981. 

3.  Section  52.726(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 
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§  52.726  Control  strategy:  Ozone. 

(a)  Part  D — Conditional  Approval — 
The  Illinois  plan  is  approved  provided 
that  the  following  conditions  are 
satisfied: 

(1)  The  State  conducts  a  study  to 
demonstrate  that  the  three  pound  per 
hour,  fifteen  pound  per  day  exemption 
for  solvent  metal  cleaners  contained  in 
Rule  205(k)  represents  reasonably 
available  control  technology  (RACT), 
submits  the  results  of  the  study  to 
USEPA,  and  submits  any  necessary 
revisions  to  the  regulations  to  the 
Illinois  Pollution  Control  Board.  The 
State  must  comply  with  these  conditions 
by  February  28, 1981.  Any  necessary 
regulations  must  be  Hnally  promulgated 
by  the  State  and  submitted  to  USEPA  by 
February  28, 1982. 

(2)  The  State  conducts  a  study  to 
demonstrate  that  the  75  percent  overall 
control  efficiency  requirement  in  Rule 
205(n)  represents  RACT,  submits  the 
results  of  the  study  to  USEPA,  and 
submits  any  necessary  regulations 
representing  RACT  to  the  Illinois 
Pollution  Control  Board.  The  State  must 
comply  with  these  conditions  by 
February  28, 1981.  Any  necessary 
regulations  must  be  finally  promulgated 
by  the  State  and  submitted  to  USEPA  by 
February  28, 1982. 

4.  Section  52.729(b)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  52.729  Control  strategy:  Carbon 
monoxide. 

«  «  *  *  * 

(b)  Part  D — Conditional  Approval — 
The  Illinois  plan  is  approved  provided 
that  the  following  condition  is  satisfied: 

(1)  The  State  corrects  the  deficiencies 
in  the  transportation  control  plans  for 
the  Peoria  Metropolitan  Area  and  the 
Northeastern  Illinois  (Chicago]  area  as 
detailed  below  in  §  52.737  (a)  and  (b). 

5.  Section  52.737  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  52.737  Transportation  control  plans. 

(a)  Part  D — Conditional  Approvals — 
The  transportation  control  plan  for  the 
Peoria  Metropolitan  Area  is  approved 
provided  that  the  following  conditions 
are  satisfied: 

(1)  The  State  provides  a  more  detailed 
description  of  the  transportation 
planning  process. 

(2)  The  State  provides  a  description  of 
procedures  to  annually  determine  the 
consistency  and  conformity  of  the 
transportation  plan  with  the  SIP. 

(3)  The  State  details  how  the 
emissions  impact  of  implemented 
transportation  projects  will  be  annually 
assessed. 

(4)  The  State  assesses  the  social, 
economic,  health,  energy,  air  quality  and 


welfare  impacts  of  transportation 
control  measures. 

(5)  The  State  identifies  all  potential 
CO  hotspots  in  the  Peoria  Metropolitan 
Area  and  develops  an  acceptable 
strategy  for  eliminating  them. 

(6)  The  State  identifies  a  mechanism 
for  informing  elected  officials  and 
implementors  of  progress  towards 
meeting  emission  reduction  goals  and 
projects  needed  to  meet  these  goals. 

The  State  must  satisfy  these 
conditions  by  August  31, 1980. 

(b)  Part  D— Conditional  Approvals — 
The  transportation  control  plan  for  the 
Northeast  Illinois  (Chicago)  Area  is 
approved  provided  that  the  following 
conditions  are  satisfied: 

(1)  The  State  submits  a  schedule 
identifying  transportation  study  areas. 

(2)  The  State  submits  additional 
information  on  the  objectives  of  the 
Chicago  Areas  Transportation  Study  Air 
Quality  Advisory  Committee. 

(3)  The  State  submits  formally 
adopted  representative  air  quality 
measures  from  the  Transportation 
Improvement  Programs  and- 
Transportation  and  Transportation 
System  Management  programs.  The 
State  reviews  the  transportation  plan, 
makes  changes  documenting  air  quality 
planning  in  the  transportation  sector. 

(4)  The  State  identifies  both  the  cost 
of  implementing  strategies  and  available 
funding  sources. 

(5)  The  State  explains  the  approach 
used  in  evaluating  emission  reductions 
from  transportation  projects. 

(6)  The  State  submits  implementor 
commitments  upon  completion  of  the 
alternatives  analysis. 

(7)  The  State  documents  specific 
mobile  source  emission  decreases. 

(8)  The  State  identifies  procedures  for 
annually  determining  the  consistency 
and  conformity  of  the  transportation 
control  plan  with  the  SIP. 

(9)  The  State  submits  additional 
information  on  reasonable  further 
progress  in  eliminating  carbon 
monoxide  hotspot  intersections  and 
links.  The  State  must  submit  evidence 
that  the  Chicago  Area  Transportation 
Study  has  formally  adopted 
representative  transportation  control 
measures  by  April  30, 1980.  The  State 
must  submit  implementor  commitments 
upon  completion  of  the  alternatives 
analysis  and  prior  to  February  28, 1981. 
The  State  must  comply  with  the  rest  of 
these  conditions  by  August  31, 1980. 

(C)  Part  D — Conditional  Approval — 
The  transportation  control  plan  for  the 
Illinois  portion  of  the  St.  Louis 
Metropolitan  Area  is  approved  provided 
that  the  following  conditions  are 
satisified: 


(1)  The  State  submits  implementor 
commitments  upon  completion  of  the 
alternatives  analysis. 

(2)  The  State  submits  additional 
information  including  funding  sources 
concerning  a  credit  taken  in  the 
transportation  control  plan  for  a  fifty 
percent  increase  in  mass  transit 
ridership. 

The  State  must  comply  with  these 
conditions  by  February  28, 1981. 

6.  Section  52.736(a]  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  52.736  Review  of  new  sources  and 
modifications. 

(a)  Part  D — Conditional  Approval — 
The  Illinois  plan  is  approved  provided 
that  the  following  condition  is  satisified: 

(1)  The  State  submits  a  determination 
signed  by  the  Illinois  Attorney  General 
that  the  promulgation  of  the  New  Source 
Review  rules  is  consistent  with  Illinois 
law;  or,  in  the  alternative,  submits  to 
USEPA  for  approval  another 
Honattainment  area  New  Source  Review 
plan  which  is  consistent  with  Illinois 
law  and  meets  the  requirements  of 
Sections  172(b)(6)  and  173  of  the  Clean 
Air  act. 

The  State  must  comply  with  one  of  these 
conditions  within  180  days  of  the 
February  21, 1980  Notice  of  Final 
Rulemaking  (45  FR  11472). 

|FR  Doc.  80-29239  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 


40  CFR  Part  52 

IFRL  1609>4] 

Kentucky  State  Implementation  Plan; 
Disapproval  of  Plan  and  Imposition  of 
Stationary  Source  Construction 
Limitations 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  disapprove  the  State  of  Kentucky’s 
Implementation  Plan  because  the  State 
failed  to  meet  the  deadline  for  submittal 
of  additional  material  as  set  forth  in  the 
conditional  approval  published  on 
January  25, 1980  (45  FR  6092). 
Disapproval  of  these  portions  of  the  SIP 
invokes  the  ban  on  construction  of 
major  new  or  modified  stationary 
sources  of  hydrocarbons  in  the 
Kentucky  part  of  the  Metropolitan 
Cincinnati  AQCR  (Boone,  Campbell  and 
Kenton  Counties  in  Kentucky),  as 
required  by  Section  110(a)(2)(I)  of  the 
Act  42  U.S.C.  7410(a)(2)(I)  and  is  further 
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explained  in  44  FR  38471  (July  2, 1979) 
and  44  FR  67182  (November  23, 1979). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  22, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  P.  Lyttle,  Air  Programs  Branch, 
EPA,  Region  IV,  345  Comtland  Street, 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30365,  404/881-2864 
(FTS  257-2864). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  As 

detailed  in  the  conditional  approval  of 
the  Kentucky  SIP,  the  Commonwealth 
was  required,  by  June  30, 1980,  to  certify 
legal  authority  for  implementation  and 
enforcement  of  an  I/M  program  for  the 
ozone  nonattainment  area  in  suburban 
Cincinnati  (encompassing  Boone, 
Campbell,  and  Kenton  Counties)  and  in 
Jefferson  County  (Louisville).  The 
Kentucky  General  Assembly  considered 
I/M  enabling  legislation  in  its  1980 
session.  The  Senate  passed  an  1/M  bill, 
but  it  was  voted  down  in  a  House 
Committee  just  before  the  General 
Assembly  adjourned  on  April  15, 1980. 
The  county  governments  have 
considered  passage  of  legal  authority  to 
implement  an  I/M  program  at  the  local 
level,  but  to  date,  only  Boone  and 
Jefferson  County  have  adopted  the 
necessary  ordinances.  The 
Commonwealth  has  thus  been  unable  to 
certify  that  legal  authority  for  an  I/M 
program  exists  for  Campbell  and  Kenton 
Counties.  (The  Bocme  and  Jefferson 
County  ordinances  are  expected  to  be 
officially  submitted  soon  by  the 
Commonwealth  to  satisfy  the  SIP 
conditions.  The  submission  will  be 
reviewed  and  approval /disapproval 
notices  will  be  published  soon  after). 

The  Commonwealth’s  failure  to  submit 
the  needed  materials  for  Campbell  and 
Kenton  Counties  requires  the 
Administrator  pursuant  to  Section 
110(a)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  to 
disapprove  the  plan  for  the  Kentucky 
portion  of  the  Cincinnati  ozone 
nonattainment  area.  This  means  that 
pursuant  to  Section  110(a)(2)(I),  EPA 
must  impose  a  moratorium  on 
construction  of  major  new  or  modified 
sources  of  hydrocarbons  in  Campbell 
and  Kenton  Counties.  On  May  13, 1980, 
EPA  announced  a  policy  regarding 
application  of  the  new  source  permit 
moratorium  in  nonattainment  areas.  At 
that  time  it  was  decided  that  within 
each  state,  the  moratorium  should  apply 
to  the  entire  nonattainment  area,  even  if 
a  political  subdivision  with  the 
nonattainment  area  adopts  and  carries 
out  the  necessary  SIP  provisions.  Boone 
County  has  passed  an  I/M  ordinance, 
but  in  view  of  the  above  policy,  must  be 
included  with  Campbell  and  Kenton 
Counties  as  the  area  in  which  the 
moratorium  applies. 


However,  because  of  the  inequity 
presented  by  this  rule,  EPA  will  soon 
propose  to  change  this  policy  to  allow 
exclusion  of  political  subdivisions 
within  a  nonattainment  area  from  the 
construction  moratorium,  when  the 
political  subdivision  has  an  approved 
Part  D  SIP.  Upon  final  publication  of  this 
policy  change,  EPA  will  propose 
approval  of  the  Boone  County  portion  of 
the  Kentucky  SIP,  assuming  the  required 
submittals  from  the  Commqpwealth  are 
made  as  anticipated.  The  construction 
moratorium  will  remain  in  effect  until 
the  deficiency  is  corrected,  or  for  Boone 
County,  until  the  present  policy  on 
application  of  the  new  source  restriction 
is  revised  and  the  Boone  County  portion 
of  the  SIP  is  approved.  If  the 
Commonwealth  submits  additional 
materials  to  correct  the  deficiency,  EPA 
will  propose  to  lift  the  restrictions  when 
it  proposes  to  approve  the 
Commonwealth’s  submission.  A  30-day 
public  comment  period  will  be  provided 
prior  to  final  action. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
"significant”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures. 

This  action  is  being  made  immediately 
effective  because  EPA’s  intention  to  do 
so  was  previously  announoed  publicly, 
and  because  immediate  impositicHi  of 
the  construction  restrictions  is 
necessary  to  avoid  further  degradation 
of  air  quality  and  otherwise  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  the  Act.  Under  Section 
307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  judicial 
review  of  this  action  is  available  only  by 
the  filing  of  a  petition  for  review  in  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
appropriate  circuit  within  60  days  of 
t^ay.  Under  Section  307(b)(2)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  the  requirements  which 
are  the  subject  of  today’s  notice  may  not 
be  challenged  later  in  civil  or  criminal 
proceedings  brought  by  EPA  to  enforce 
these  requirements. 

EPA  labels  these  other  regulations 
’’specializedT’’!  have  reviewed  this 
regulation  and  determined  that  it  is  a 
specialized  regulation  not  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12044.  'This  notice  of  rulemaking 
is  issued  under  the  authority  of  Sections 
110, 172, 176(a),  301,  and  316  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended. 

Dated:  September  12, 1980. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40,  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 


Subpart  S — Kentucky 

Section  52.930  is  revised  by  deleting 
paragraph  (a)(2)  and  amended  by  adding 
paragraph  (b),  as  follows: 

§  52.930  Control  strategy:  Ozone. 

(a)  Part  D — conditional  approval. 

ft  it  * 

(1)  *  *  * 

(2)  (Deleted) 

(b)  Part  D— disapproval.  (1)  Boone, 
Campbell  and  Kenton  Counties 
nonattainment  area.  The  1979  ozone 
revisions  for  these  three  coimties  are 
disapproved  because  the  State  failed  to 
submit  evidence  of  legal  authority  to 
implement  the  vehicle  inspection  and 
maintenance  program  required  under 
Section  172(b)(ll)(B)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act.  No  major  new  or  modified  sources 
of  volatile  organic  compounds  can  be 
built  in  these  three  counties  by  virtue  of 
the  provisions  of  Section  110(a)(2)(I)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29270  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLIP46  CODE  6560-01-M 


40  CFR  Part  52 
IFRL  1612-31 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  Missouri: 
Disapproval  of  State-Issued  Variances 
Submitted  as  Revisions  to  the  Missouri 
State  Implementation  Plan 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  is  disapproving  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  revisions  for 
Noranda  Aluminum  Inc.  and  Associated 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  These  sources 
are  located  within  the  New  Madrid, 
Missouri  secondary  particulate 
nonattainment  area.  A  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  for  this  action 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  17, 1980  (45  FR  17045). 

DATE:  This  disapproval  is  effective  as  of 
September  22, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  state 
submission,  the  EPA  prepared 
evaluation  document  and  comments 
received  on  the  proposed  rulemaking  are 
available  at  the  following  locations: 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  324 
East  11th  Street,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64106. 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20460. 
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Missouri  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  2010  Missouri  Boulevard, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102, 

A  copy  of  this  document  is  also 
located  at  the  following  address: 

Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  1100  L 
Street,  NW.,  Room  8401,  Washington, 
D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dewayne  E.  Durst  at  816-374-3791  {FTS 
758-3791). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Final 
action  is  being  taken  elsewhere  in  this 
Federal  Register  to  eliminate  the 
primary  particulate  nonattainment 
designation  and  retain  the  secondary 
particulate  nonattainment  designation 
for  the  New  Madrid  area.  The  area  was 
designated  as  nonattainment  for 
primary  and  secondary  particulate 
standards  on  March  3, 1978. 

On  February  23, 1977,  the  Missouri  Air 
Conservation  Commission  (MACC) 
granted  a  variance  to  Noranda 
Aluminum,  Inc.,  for  its  New  Madrid, 
Missouri  primary  aluminum  reduction 
plant.  The  variance  applied  specifically 
to  pot-line  I  and  an  associated  carbon 
anode  production  facility.  This  variance 
was  submitted  to  EPA  on  March  11, 

1977,  as  a  proposed  revision  to  the  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  EPA 
proposed  to  disapprove  the  variance  on 
February  2, 1978  at  43  FR  4442. 

On  April  18, 1979,  the  MACC  granted 
a  variance  to  Associated  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  for  Units  No.  1  and  2 
at  its  New  Madrid  power  plant.  This 
variance  was  submitted  to  EPA  on  June 
25, 1979,  as  a  proposed  revision  to  the 
Missouri  SIP. 

On  March  17, 1980,  EPA  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  proposal  to 
disapprove  the  variance  for  Associated 
Electric  and  reproposed  to  disapprove 
the  variance  for  Noranda  Aluminum. 
EPA  proposed  to  disapprove  both  of  the 
variances  because  they  represent 
relaxations  of  existing  particulate 
emission  limitations  in  an  area  where 
the  air  quality  standards  for  particulates 
are  not  being  attained,  where  no  Part  D 
plan  has  been  approved,  and  where 
certain  criteria  for  SIP  relaxations, 
which  were  explained  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (PRM),  are  not 
met. 

Two  comment  letters  were  received 
concerning  the  March  17, 1980,  Federal 
Register  PRM.  Both  commentors  argued . 
that  the  New  Madrid  area  should  be 
designated  attainment  for  particulates 
thereby  eliminating  a  major  impediment 
to  approval  of  the  variances. 

Because  the  New  Madrid  area  was 
originally  designated  as  a 
nonattainment  area  for  primary  and 
secondary  particulate  standards  and 


because  the  March  17, 1980  PRM 
proposed  to  retain  the  secondary 
nonattainment  designation,  EPA 
reviewed  the  variances  for  compliance 
with  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1977.  One  commentor 
indicated  that  the  variances  should  not 
be  reviewed  for  adherence  to  Part  D 
requirements  but  rather  the  non-Part  D 
requirements  of  Section  110  of  the  Act 
since  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  Eighth  Circuit  ordered  a  stay  of 
the  legal  effect  of  the  Administrator’s 
March  3, 1978  designation  until  the 
Administrator  takes  Bnal  action  on  the 
attainment  status  designation  for  New 
Madrid.  Because  Bnal  action  is  being 
taken  by  the  Administrator  today  to 
affirm  the  nonattainment  designation  for 
New  Madrid,  as  described  elsewhere  in 
this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register,  the 
final  disapproval  action  on  the 
variances  for  Noranda  Aluminum  and 
Associated  Electric,  which  are  sources 
located  within  the  nonattainment  area, 
are  also  being  finalized  at  this  time. 

The  March  17, 1980  PRM  contained  a 
statement  which  referred  to  an  EPA 
“policy"  concerning  relaxation  of  SIP 
emission  limits  for  sources  located  in 
“clean  spots”  within  the  boundaries  of 
an  officially  designated  nonattainment 
area.  The  policy  provided  a  specific 
exemption  to  the  general  rule  that  SIP 
relaxations  cannot  be  approved  in 
nonattaiiunent  areas  for  which  no  Part  D 
SIP  revision  has  been  approved.  One 
commentor  indicated  that  the  policy 
should  not  have  been  used  in  reviewing 
the  variance  for  Noranda  Aluminum 
since  it  was  not  published  or  otherwise 
promulgated  as  a  regulation  of  the 
Agency,  EPA  stated  in  the  PRM  that  the 
exemption  did  not  apply  to  Noranda. 
since  the  plant  was  not  located  in  a 
“clean”  part  of  the  New  Madrid 
nonattainment  area.  Thus,  EPA  did  not 
invoke  the  “policy”  in  reaching  its 
decision  in  the  PRM. 

One  commentor  contended  that  in  the 
past  EPA  had  based  its  decisions  for 
approval  of  SIP  revisions  solely  on  the 
basis  of  the  air  quality  impact  of  the 
source  for  which  the  variance  was  being 
requested.  The  commentor  contended 
that  an  individual  source  impact 
analysis  w'as  used  in  the  following 
rulemaking  actions  to  determine  if  the 
source  interfered  with  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  air  quality  standards; 
Pilot  Knob  Pellet  Company,  Iron  County 
Missouri,  September  18, 1979  (44  FR 
54070);  Union  Electric’s  Labadie  and 
Sioux  power  plants,  October  19, 1979, 

(44  FR  60339);  and  Kennecott  Copper 
Corporation's  McGill,  Nevada  smelter, 
April  1. 1980  (45  FR  21292).  The 
comments  indicated  that  EPA  had  used 


a  more  rigorous  test  for  evaluating  the 
approvability  of  the  Noranda  Aluminum 
variance  because  factors  other  than  the 
particulate  emissions  from  Noranda 
were  considered  in  evaluating 
attainment  and  maintenance  of  air 
quality  standards  in  the  New  Madrid 
area. 

In  reviewing  the  Pilot  Knob  variance, 
EPA  noted  in  the  rulemaking  that; 
“dispersion  modeling  revealed  the 
company’s  emissions  would  not  by  any 
means  cause  violations  of  either  the 
secondary  or  primary  ambient  air 
quality  standards.”  However  in  reaching 
its  decision  to  propose  to  approve  the 
Pilot  Knob  variance,  the  Agency 
specifically  noted  that:- 

“In  seeking  approval  of  an  individual 
source  variance  or  exemption  as  a  plan 
revision,  the  State  must  demonstrate  the 
adequacy  of  the  overall  control  strategy 
as  it  may  be  affected  by  the  proposed 
revision.  This  would  require  more  than  a 
demonstration  that  the  emissions  from 
the  source  will  not  cause  a  violation  of 
the  national  standards.  The 
demonstration  must  include,  but  would 
not  necessarily  be  limited  to,  a 
consideration  of  measured  or  estimated 
ambient  levels  of  a  polutant  in  the  area 
affected  by  emission  from  the  source, 
the  impact  of  emissions  from  sources 
that  have  been  approved  for 
construction  (or  from  other  reasonably 
anticipated  growth  during  the  period  of 
the  compliance  schedule)  which  is  not 
reflected  in  current  ambient  data,  and 
the  impact  of  the  proposed  plan 
revision.”  Thus  the  commenter’s 
contention  that  EPA  considered  only  the 
impact  of  the  Pilot  Knob  plant  in 
reviewing  its  variance  is  unfounded. 

Similarly,  in  the  Union  Electric 
rulemaking  concerning  relaxation  of  SOz 
regulations  EPA  stated:  “Dispersion 
modeling  analysis  indicated  that  the 
Union  Electric  sources,  taken  alone,  will 
not  cause  violations  of  the  NAAQS.”  In 
addition  the  rulemaking  notes:  “These 
same  analyses,  however,  indicated  that 
violations  of  the  NAAQS  may  occur  in 
Illinois.  These  analyses  indicate  that  the 
combination  of  emissions  from  the  Sioux 
plant  and  Illinois  sources  may  cause 
violations  *  *  *  These  analyses  further 
indicate  that  if  Illinois  sources  were 
controlled  to  attain  the  NAAQS, 
considering  impact  from  Illinois  sources 
only,  the  addition  of  the  (Union  Electric) 
Sioux  emissions  would  not  cause 
violations.”  It  should  be  noted  that  the 
context  of  the  above  statements  was  a 
review  of  the  interstate  impacts  of  the 
SIP  revision  for  Union  Electric.  EPA  also 
determined  in  the  Union  Electric 
rulemaking  that  the  revision  would  not 
cause  or  contribute  to  a  violation  in  the 
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same  state.  In  doing  this,  EPA  examined 
the  impact  of  other  sources  in  the  State. 
The  interstate  impact  issue  was  solely 
whether  the  revision  would  prevent 
attainment  or  maintenance  of  National 
Ambiet  Air  Quality  Standards  (NAAQS) 
in  the  other  state  within  the  meaning  of 
Section  110(a)(2](E]  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 
Thus,  it  is  apparent  that  when  the 
rulemaking  concerning  Union  Electric  is 
read  as  a  whole,  EPA  did  consider  other 
sources  in  reaching  a  decision  on 
approval  of  the  SIP  revision. 

Finally  in  the  case  of  the  McGill 
smelter,  EPA  indicated  that  the  smelter 
would  “by  themselves”  cause  a 
violation  of  the  24-hour  standard  for 
particulate  matter  and  thus  a  variance 
was  denied.  If  a  source  by  itself  causes 
a  violation  of  the  air  quality  standard, 
the  revision  would  be  unapprovable, 
and  there  would  be  no  need  to  analyze 
the  combination  of  other  sources  to 
determine  if  a  variance  for  that  source 
was  approvable. 

One  commenter  referred  to  another 
Federal  Register  action  relative  to 
Kennecott  Copper  Corporation's  McGill, 
Nevada  smelter  to  attempt  to  show  that 
the  attainment  status  of  an  area  does 
not  affect  the  approvability  of  a 
variance  as  a  SIP  revision.  The  action  on 
the  McGill  smelter  appeared  in  the 
February  6, 1980  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
8009).  The  commenter  quoted,  in  part, 
the  following  excerpt  from  the  February 
6, 1980  Federal  Register,  “*  *  *  the 
attainment  status  of  the  area  does  not  in 
any  way  determine  the  approvability  of 
this  SIP  revision."  A  state  proposal  to 
relax  regulations  which  applied  to  the ' 
smelter  was  disapproved  because  the 
Administrator  concluded  that  the 
regulations  would  permit  emissions 
which  would  cause  violations  of  the  air 
quality  standards.  The  McGill  area  was 
designated  as  “unclassinable"  in  the 
March  3, 1978  Federal  Register  because 
the  state  indicated  “that  recorded 
violations  might  be  due  to  windblown 
fugitive  particulates  from  the 
surrounding  area.”  After  further  analysis 
of  the  air  quality  data  the  Administrator 
concluded,  “that  violations  in  the  McGill 
area  are  not  solely  attributable  to 
windblown  soil  or  fugitive  particles. 
Therefore,  a  redesignation  to 
nonattainment  for  TSP  will  be 
considered  for  the  McGill  area.” 

After  reviewing  the  facts  involved  in 
the  McGill  smelter  action,  EPA  has 
concluded  the  circumstances  in  that 
action  are  not  comparable  to  the  New 
Madrid  area  nor  to  this  action  on  the 
Noranda  variance  disapproval.  In  the 
McGill  case  the  area  was  officially 
designated  as  unclassifiable  but  data 
indicated  action  should  be  taken  to 


redesignate  the  area  as  nonattainment. 
Even  though  this  redesignation  had  not 
officially  been  promulgated,  the 
Administrator  concluded  that  the  SIP 
revision  which  would  relax  particulate 
emissions  regulations  applicable  to  the 
McGill  smelter  could  not  be  approved 
because,  “the  smelter  particulate 
emissions  alone,  quite  apart  fropi  any 
other  particulate  emissions  in  the 
surrounding  area,  would  be  responsible 
for  violations  of  the  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards  (NAAQS).”  Thus,  the 
unclassifiable  designation  of  the  McGill 
area  was  not  a  factor  in  that  SIP 
disapproval  action  because  the  smelter 
alone  caused  violations  of  the  standard. 

One  commenter  also  stated  that  if 
EPA  finally  determined  that  a 
nonattainment  designation  was 
appropriate,  or  if  EPA  determined  to 
take  final  action  to,disapprove  the 
variance  (the  former  of  which  is 
discussed  elsewhere  in  this  Federal 
Register,  then  it  requests  for 
adjudicatory  hearings  on  each  action, 
made  in  petitions  for  hearing  filed  with 
the  comments,  should  be  granted.  The 
commenter  stated  that  adjudicatory 
hearings  on  the  attainment  status 
designation  and  on  the  variance  were 
necessary  in  this  particular  action:  (1)  so 
that  all  current,  available,  and  accurate 
data  could  be  presented  to  EPA  for 
consideration,  to  resolve  issues  of 
material  fact;  (2)  because  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  requires 
an  adjudicatory  hearing  in  this 
rulemaking,  due  to  the  complex  nature 
of  factual  and  legal  issues  perceived  by 
the  commenter,  which  could  be  best 
resolved  through  an  adjudicatory 
hearing;  (3)  because  EPA  should  apply 
the  procedures  in  Section  307(d)  to  this 
rulemaking,  including  opportunity  for 
hearing;  (4)  because  an  adjudicatory 
hearing  would  aid  in  determining  the 
“standard  of  review”  used  by  EPA  in 
acting  on  the  state’s  recommended 
attainment  designation;  and  (5)  because 
EPA  proposed  to  rely  on  information 
which  was  not  included  in  the  hearing 
records  prepared  during  the  state 
proceedings. 

EPA  has  reviewed  the  request 
contained  in  the  commenter’s 
submission,  and  has  determined  that  an 
adjudicatory  hearing  should  not  be  held. 
EPA  has  provided  an  adequate 
opportunity  for  comment  on  the 
proposed  rulemaking.  The  commenter, 
and  others,  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
provide  written  comments  on  the 
proposal,  to  provide  additional 
information  not  considered  by  EPA  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking,  and  to  provide 
any  comment  on  the  rationale  stated  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  and  the 


information  relied  on  by  EPA  in  the 
proposal.  In  addition,  the  commenter 
presented  substantial  information  during 
the  comment  period,  the  relevant 
portions  of  which  have  been  considered, 
as  discussed  in  this  notice,  by  EPA  prior 
to  the  final  rulemaking.  The  commenter 
has  not  demonstrated  that  the  comment 
procedure  provided  by  EPA  was 
inadequate  to  present  its  comments  on 
the  proposed  rulemaking.  The 
commenter  did  not  request  an  extension 
of  the  comment  period  to  present  any 
additional  information  for  consideration 
prior  to  final  action.  Therefore,  EPA 
does  not  believe  the  additional 
procedures  requested  by  the  commenter 
are  necessary  or  appropriate. 

The  commenter  states  that  an 
adjudicatory  hearing  is  not  expressly 
required  by  any  statutory  provisions, 
but  is  required  in  this  particular 
rulemaking  due  to  the  nature  of  the 
issues  involved.  EPA  agrees  with  the 
commenter  that  there  is  no  absolute 
requirement  that  an  adjudicatory 
hearing  be  held  in  informal  rulemaking, 
either  by  virtue  of  the  Administrative 
Procedures  Act,  or  307(d)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  (the  latter  of  which  has  been 
determined  by  EPA  to  not  be  applicable 
to  promulgation  of  an  attainment  status 
list  of  a  state  under  Section  107  or  action 
on  an  SIP  revision  under  Section  110(a)). 
However,  EPA  disagrees,  for  reasons 
stated  above,  with  the  comment  that 
adjudicatory  hearings  are  necessary  for 
the  rulemaking  actions  which  are  the 
subject  of  this  notice.  Therefore,  EPA 
exercises  its  discretion  to  deny  the 
request  for  an  adjudicatory  hearing  on 
the  rulemaking  for  the  variance  for 
Noranda  Aluminum. 

Noranda  Aluminum  Inc.  Variance 

The  variance  issued  to  Noranda 
Aluminum  Inc.  allows  the  company  to 
operate  pot  line  I  with  a  particulate 
emission  rate  of  1,253  Ibs/hr.  plus  five 
(5)  percent.  The  variance  indicates  that 
Missouri  Regulation  10  CSR  10-3.050 
would  require  that  particulate  emissions 
from  pot  line  I  be  limited  to  30.5  Ibs/hr. 
The  variance  also  allows  the  munber  1 
carbon  anode  baking  furnace  to  emit 
particulates  at  a  rate  of  264  Ibs/hr.  plus 
five  (5)  percent  The  variance  states  that 
Missouri  Regulation  10  CSR  10-3.050 
would  require  that  emissions  from  the 
number  1  carbon  anode  baking  furnace 
be  limited  to  13.2  Ibs/hr. 

As  stated  above,  the  variance  was 
reviewed  to  determine  whether  it  meets 
the  requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  Amendments  of  1977  as  it 
applies  to  nonattainment  areas.  Section 
172(b)(3)  requires  that  an  approvable 
plan  demonstrate  reasonable  further 
{Htigress  (RFP)  towards  attainment  of 


62814  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45.  No.  185  /  Monday.  September  22,  1980  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


the  air  quality  standards.  There  is  no 
approved  State  Implementation  Plan  for 
New  Madrid  which  meets  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act.  EPA  cannot  approve  a  revision 
which  relaxes  emission  regulations  in  an 
area  which  has  no  approved  Part  D  plan 
since  it  cannot  determine  whether  the 
relaxation  will  prevent  or  interfere  with 
attainment  of  air  quality  standards. 
Moreover,  the  variance  granted  to 
Noranda  Aluminum  by  the  Missouri  Air 
Conservation  Commission  would  edlow 
emissions  of  particulate  in  a 
nonattainment  area  to  exceed  that 
required  by  the  applicable  SIP 
regulation.  Since  the  SIP  is  currently 
inadequate  to  attain  the  standards,  a 
further  relaxation  may  prevent  the  State 
from  demonstrating  reasonable  further 
progress  in  any  Part  D  SIP  for  New 
Madrid  which  would  be  subsequently 
submitted  by  the  State. 

ACTION:  EPA  disapproves  the 
variance  issue  by  the  Missouri  Air 
Conservation  Commission  on  February 
23, 1977  to  Noranda  Aluminum  Inc. 
which  allows  particulate  emission  for 
Potline  1  and  anode  baking  furnace  I  in 
excess  of  Missouri  Regulation  10  CSR 
10-3.050. 

Associate  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Variance 


emissions  of  particulate  in  a 
nonattainment  area  to  exceed  that 
required  by  the  applicable  SIP 
regulation.  Since  the  SIP  is  currently 
inadequate  to  attain  the  standards,  a 
further  relaxation  may  prevent  the  State 
from  demonstrating  reasonable  further 
progress  in  any  Part  D  SIP  for  New 
Madrid  which  would  be  subsequently 
submitted  by  the  State. 

ACTION:  EPA  disapproves  the 
variance  issued  by  the  Missouri  Air 
Conservation  Commission  on  April  18, 
1979  to  Associated  Electric  which  allows 
particulate  emissions  from  Units  1  and  2 
of  the  New  Madrid  Power  Plant  to 
exceed  Missouri  Regional  10  CSR  10- 
3.060. 

EPA  finds  good  cause  for  making  this 
rulemaking  eiffective  immediately  so  that 
affected  sources  may  proceed  with 
certainty  in  conducting  their  affairs. 

Under  the  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA 
is  required  to  judge  whether  or  not  a 
regulation  is  “significant”  and  therefore 
subject  to  the  procedural  requirements 
of  that  order,  or  whether  it  may  follow 
other  specialized  development 
procedures.  EPA  labels  Aese  other 
regulations  "specialized.”  EPA  has 
determined  that  this  is  a  specialized 
regulation  and  not  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12044. 


(Sections  110, 172, 173,  and  301  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended) 

Dated:  September  16, 1960. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator, 

Note. — Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State  of 
Missouri  was  approved  by  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1980. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

Subpart  AA— Missouri 

1.  Section  52.1320  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraphs  (c)(20)  and  (c)(21)  as 
follows: 

§  52.1320  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)  The  plan  revisions  listed  below 
were  submitted  on  the  dates  specified: 

(20)  On  March  11, 1977  the  Missouri 
Department  of  Natural  Resources 
submitted  a  variance  for  Noranda 
Aluminum. 

(21)  On  June  25, 1979  the  Missouri 
Department  of  Natural  Resources 
submitted  a  variance  for  Associated 
Electric  Cooperative  in  New  Madrid. 

2.  Section  52.1335(b)  is  amended  by 
adding  the  two  entries  listed  in  the  table 
on  this  page. 

§  52. 1335  Compliance  schedules. 

(b) 


Source 

Location 

Regulation  involved 

Date 

.  in  c.«!n  in.n  o-sn . 

2/23/77 

Associated  Electric  Cooperative,  kic.,  Uriits  1  and 
2. 

.  10  CSR  10-3.060 . . 

4/18/79 

|FR  Doc.  80-2912S  Filed  B;46  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-01-M 

The  variance  issued  to  Associate 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  covers  imits 
No.  1  and  2  at  the  New  Madrid  Plant. 

The  variances  allows  units  1  and  2  to 
operate  with  combined  emissions  of 
approximately  3,400  Ibs/hr.  of 
particulates.  Missouri  Regulation  10  CSR 
10-3.060  would  limit  the  combined 
particulate  emission  from  the  two  units 
to  approximately  1,500  Ibs/hr. 

The  variance  was  reviewed  to 
determine  whether  it  meets  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air 
act  Amendment  of  1977.  Section 
172(b)(3)  requires  that  an  approvable 
plan  demonstrate  Reasonable  Further 
Progress  (RFP)  towards  attainment  of 
the  air  quality  standards.  There  is  no 
approved  State  Implementation  Plan  for 
New  Madrid  which  meets  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act.  EPA  cannot  approve  a  revision 
which  relaxes  emission  regulations  in  an 
area  which  has  no  approved  Part  D  plan 
since  it  cannot  determine  whether  the 
relaxation  will  prevent  or  interfere  with 
attainment  of  air  quality  standards. 
Moreover,  the  variance  issued  to 
Associated  Electric  by  the  Missouri  Air 
Conservation  Commission  would  allow 


40  CFR  Part  52 
[FRL  1612-6] 

New  Hampshire  State  Implementation 
Plan;  Revision 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  On  April  11, 1980  (45  CFR 
24869)  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  promulgated  conditions 
on  its  approval  of  the  New  Hampshire 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  Among 
the  conditions  were  requirements  that 
the  state  submit  revised  regulations  to 
assure  reasonable  further  progress  (RFP) 
and  compliance  by  owners  of  proposed 
new  sources  with  federal  as  well  as 
state  regulations.  These  revisions  were 
submitted  on  July  8, 1980. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  22, 1980. 
ADDRESSES;  Copies  of  the  State’s 


submission  are  available  for  inspection 
at  the  following  addresses: 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Air 
Branch,  Room  1903,  J.F.K.  Federal 
Building,  Boston,  MA  02203;  Air 
Resources  Agency,  State  Laboratory 
Building.  Hazen  Drive,  Concord,  NH 
03301. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Harley  F.  Laing,  Acting  Chief,  Air 
Branch,  EPA  Region  I,  Room  1903,  JFK 
Federal  Building,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02203,  (617)  223-6883. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
11, 1980  (45  CFR  24869)  the  EPA 
promulgated  conditions  on  its  approval 
of  the  New  Hampshire  SIP.  Among  the 
conditions  was  a  requirement  that  the 
state  submit  revised  regulations  to 
assure  that  total  existing  and  proposed 
emissions  will  be  sufficiently  less  than 
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total  allowable  emissions  from  existing 
sources  by  the  time  a  proposed  source 
commences  operation  so  as  to  represent 
RFP.  In  addition  Regulation  16, 
Attachment  2  was  to  be  revised  to 
reflect  that  sources  owned  or  operated 
by  the  proposed  new  source  applicant 
must  be  in  compliance  with  federal  as 
well  as  state  regulations  and  standards. 

On  July  8, 1980  the  Governor 
submitted  adopted  regulations  reflecting 
these  changes  to  New  Hampshire’s 
earlier  submittal.  Based  on  its  review  of 
the  submitted  document,  EPA  finds  that 
the  condition  it  promulgated  on  New 
Hampshire's  new  source  review 
program  has  been  fully  met.  Therefore, 
EPA  is  incorporating  the  changes  into 
the  SIP  and  revoking  the  applicable 
condition.  Furthermore,  this  action 
serves  to  continue  EPA’s  conditional 
approval.  The  attached  revised 
regulation  makes  reference  to 
Attachment  I  which  was  New 
Hampshire’s  plan  for  Prevention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  (PSD).  On 
April  11, 1980  (45  CFR  24869),  EPA 
disapproved  the  New  Hampshire  PSD 
plan.  The  Federal  Register  action  taken 
today  does  not  change  the  previous 
decision. 

EPA  finds  that  further  notice  and 
comment  on  these  issues  are  ' 
unnecessary  (see  5  U.S.C.  Section 
553(b)(B) — the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act)  insofar  as  the  corrective  action  was 
clearly  identified  in  EPA’s  promulgation 
and  the  State’s  submittal  clearly 
addressed  the  specified  criteria  for 
approval. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized.”  I 
have  reviewed  this  regulation  and 
determined  that  it  is  a  specialized 
regulation  not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

This  notice  of  rulemaking  is  issued 
under  the  authority  of  Sections  110, 172, 
176(a),  301,  and  316  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended. 

Dated;  September  16, 1980. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND 
PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Subpart  EE— New  Hampshire 

Title  40,  Part  52  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 


1.  In  §  52.1520,  paragraph  (c),  is 
amended  by  adding  subparagraph  (16) 
as  follows: 

§  52. 1 520  Identification  of  plan. 

(c)  *  *  * 

(16)  Revised  regulations  to  assure 
reasonable  further  progress  and 
compliance  by  owners  of  proposed  new 
sources  with  federal  as  well  as  state 
regulations  were  submitted  on  July  8, 
1980. 

§52.1525  [Revoked] 

2.  Section  52.1525  Review  of  new 
sources  and  modifications  is  revoked. 

[PR  Doc.  80-29216  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6S60-01-M 


40  CFR  Part  52 
[FRL  1610-6] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  • 
Implementation  Plans;  Ohio 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  revises  the 
Federally  promulgated  Ohio  State 
Implementation  Plan  for  sulfur  dioxide 
for  the  General  Motors  Packard  Electric 
Division  in  Warren,  Ohio.  This  revision 
is  based  on  documentation  submitted  by 
General  Motors  which  demonstrates 
that  the  1974  status  quo  emission 
limitation  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (USEPA) 
promulgated  on  August  27, 1976  (41  FR 
36324)  does  not  accurately  represent 
status  quo.  This  revision  to  the  emission 
limitation  will  not  jeopardize  the 
attainment  and  maintenance  of  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  22, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Debra  Marcantonio,  Air  Programs 
Branch,  USEPA,  Region  V,  230  S. 
Dearborn  St.,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604, 
Telephone  (312)  886-6039. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
August  27, 1976  the  USEPA  promulgated 
regulations  establishing  the  sulfur 
dioxide  State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP) 
for  the  State  of  Ohio  (41  FR  36324) 
amended  November  30, 1976  (41  HI 
52455),  May  31, 1977  (42  FR  27588), 
August  15, 1979  (44  FR  47769),  December 
5, 1979  (44  FR  69928),  and  January  21, 
1980  (45  FR  3998).  This  revision  amends 
the  SIP  as  it  applies  to  the  General 
Motors  Packard  Electric  Division  in 
Warren,  Ohio. 

The  Ohio  sulfur  dioxide  plan  for 
Warren,  Ohio  (Trumbull  County)  was 
based  on  1974  status  quo  emissions  and 


ambient  air  quality  data  for  the  majority 
of  the  sources.  This  data  indicated 
attainment  and  maintenance  of  the 
annual  and  24-hour  primary  standards 
through  1985.  Furthermore,  since  these 
monitoring  data  indicate  that  the 
primary  standards  (annual  and  24-hour) 
are  more  constraining  than  the 
secondary  standard  (3-hour),  the  3-hour 
standard  will  be  protected  if  the  annual 
and  24-hour  standards  are  protected. 

Based  upon  the  review  of  the  1974 
emission  data,  the  General  Motors 
Packard  Electric  Division  was  subject  to 
a  1.00  lb.  sulfur  dioxide  (SO2)  per  million 
BTU  (MMBTU)  actual  heat  input 
regulation  which  represented  a  status 
quo  emission  limit  for  the  oil-flred  steam 
generating  units.  However,  on  July  31, 
1978  General  Motors  petitioned  the 
USEPA  to  revise  the  emission  limitation 
for  the  Packard  Electric  Division  oil- 
fired  units  to  1.10  lbs.  SO2  per  MMBTU 
actual  heat  input  based  on 
documentation  which  demonstrates  that 
the  1974  status  quo  and  current 
emissions  are  closer  to  the  1.10  lbs.  of 
SO2  per  MMBTU  rather  than  1.00  lbs. 

SO2  per  MMBTU. 

On  April  28, 1980  USEPA  proposed  in 
the  Federal  Register  approval  of  the 
revision  (45  FR  28170).  A  30  day  public 
comment  period  was  provided.  During 
the  public  comment  period  no  conunents 
were  received.  Therefore,  since  this 
revision  will  not  jeopardize  the 
attainment  and  maintenance  of  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS)  for  sulfur  dioxide  USEPA  is 
revising  the  emission  limitation  of  the 
General  Motors  Packard  Division  in 
Trumbull  County,  Ohio  from  l.OO  to  1.10 
pounds  of  sulfur  dioxide. 

Additionally,  the  July  31, 1978 
submittal  also  requested  flexibility  in 
the  plant’s  averaging  time  for 
determining  compliance  of  its  coal 
boiler.  As  stated  in  the  proposed  rule, 
the  Agency  cannot  at  this  time  grant  the 
company  any  flexibility  in  the  averaging 
time  requirement.  However,  on  February 
11, 1980  EPA  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  an  Interim  Enforcement  Policy 
for  Sulfur  Dioxide  Emission  Limitations 
in  Ohio  (45  FR  9101)  which  is  currently 
applicable  to  this  plant. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  this  final 
action  is  available  only  by  the  filing  of  a 
petition  for  review  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  on  or  before  November  21, 1980. 
Under  Section  307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  the  requirements  which  are  the 
subject  of  today’s  notice  may  not  be 
challenged  later  in  civil  or  criminal 
proceedings  brought  by  EPA  to  enforce 
these  requirements. 
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Under  Executive  Order  12044  (43  FR 
12661).  USEPA  is  required  to  judge 
whether  a  regulation  is  “significant" 
and,  therefore,  subject  to  certain 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  US^A  labels 
these  other  regulations,  “specialized”.  I 
have  reviewed  this  proposed  regulation 
pursuant  to  the  guidance  in  USEPA’s 
response  to  Executive  Order  12044, 
“Improving  Environmental  Regulations," 
signed  March  29, 1979  by  the 
Administrator  and  I  have  determined 
that  it  is  a  specialized  regulation  not 
subject  to  the  procedural  requirements 
of  Executive  Order  12044. 

(Section  110,  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  42 
U.S.C.  7410) 

Dated:  September  17, 1980. 

Douglas  Costle, 

Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

Subpart  KK— Ohio 

§  52.1881  is  amended  as  follows  by 
adding  (b)(60)(ix). 

§  52.1881  Control  Strategy:  Sulfur  Oxides 
(sulfur  dioxide). 

4  *  *  *  * 

(b)  Regulations  for  the  control  of 
sulfur  dioxide  in  the  State  of  Ohio. 

4  4  4  *4 

(60)  In  Trumbull  County. 

***** 

(ix)  The  General  Motors  Packard 
Electric  Division  or  any  subsequent 
owner  or  operator  of  the  General  Motors 
facilities  in  Trumbull  County,  Ohio  shall 
not  cause  or  permit  the  emission  of 
sulfur  dioxide  from  any  stack  in  excess 
of  1.10  pounds  of  sulfur  dioxide  per 
million  BTU  actual  heat  input  for  oil- 
fired  steam  generating  units. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29242  Filed  9-19-80;  &45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-01-M 

40  CFR  Part  81 
[FRL  1612-4] 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Air  Quality 
Planning  Purposes;  State  of  Missouri 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  is  the  hnal 
rulemaking  to  change  the  status  of  the 
New  Madrid  area  designation  by 
eliminating  the  primary  particulate 
nonattainment  designation  and  retaining 
the  secondary  particulate  nonattainment 
designation.  A  notice  of  Proposed 


Rulemaking  (PRM)  on  this  action 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  17. 1980  [45  FR  17045).  The  PRM 
contained  a  discussion  of  the  basis  for 
the  proposed  action. 

DATES:  This  designation  is  effective 
September  22, 1980. 
addresses:  Copies  of  the  state 
submission,  the  comments  received  on 
the  proposed  rulemaking,  and  an 
evaluation  report  which  explains  the 
reasons  for  the  actions  in  this 
rulemaking  are  available  at  the 
following  locations: 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  324 
East  11th  Street,  Kansas  City, 

Missouri  64106. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit 
(PM-213),  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Missouri  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  2010  Missouri  Boulevard, 
Jefferson  (iity,  Missoiu*!  65101. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Dewayne  E.  Durst  at  816-374-3791  (FTS 
758-3791). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A.  Background 

Section  107  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1977  requires  that  all 
areas  of  the  country  be  designated  as 
having  attained  the  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards  (NAAQS),  as 
having  not  attained  the  NAA(^S,  or  as 
being  unclassihable  with  respect  to 
attainment  for  each  pollutant  for  which 
there  is  a  standard.  The  designations  are 
recommended  by  the  states  and 
approved  or  revised  as  appropriate  by 
EPA.  On  December  5, 1977  the  Director 
of  the  Missouri  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  submitted  recommendations 
to  EPA  for  designating  all  parts  of  the 
state  relative  to  attainment  status.  The 
state  recommended  that  the  New 
Madrid  area  be  designated  as  primary 
and  secondary  nonattainment.  The 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
accepted  the  state’s  recommendation 
and  promulgated  the  designation  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  3, 1978  [43  FR 
8962). 

Subsequent  to  the  EPA  promulgation 
of  the  designation,  a  petition  was  filed 
with  the  Missouri  Air  Conservation 
Commission  (MACC)  which  challenged 
the  authority  of  Director  of  Missouri 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  to 
submit  the  recommended  attainment 
status  list  on  behalf  of  the  State  of 
Missouri.  In  response  to  the  petition,  the 
MACC  heard  testimony  concerning  the 
designation  of  the  New  Madrid  area  at  a 
Commission  meeting  held  on  August  23, 
1978.  Based  upon  the  testimony,  the 
MACC  voted  to  redesignate  the  New 


Madrid  area  as  attainment  for  primary 
and  secondary  particulate  standards.  In 
a  letter  dated  August  25, 1978,  the 
Director  of  the  Missouri  Department  of 
Natural  Resources  notified  EPA  of  the 
MACC’s  decision  on  the  New  Madrid 
designation.  The  letter  stated  that  the 
MACC  “concluded  that  industrial 
emissions  in  the  New  Madrid  area  do 
not  cause  a  significant  impact  on  the 
nonattainment  area.  Therefore  the 
MACC  decided  they  should  implement 
EPA’s  fugitive  dust  policy  and 
redesignate  New  Madrid  as  an 
attainment  area  for  primary  and 
secondary  standards." 

Based  upon  information  submitted 
with  the  state  request  for  redesignation 
of  the  New  Madrid  area,  on  March  17, 
1980  (45  FR  17045),  EPA  proposed  to 
eliminate  the  primary  particulate 
nonattainment  designation  but  retain 
the  secondary  particulate  nonattainment 
designation  for  the  area.  Thus,  in  the 
PRM,  EPA  agreed  with  the  State  of 
Missouri  that  1977  and  1978  air  quality 
data  showed  that  primary  standards  for 
particulates  had  been  attained  in  the 
New  Madrid  area.  However,  that  data 
showed  that  New  Madrid  did 
experierxce  violations  of  the  secondary 
air  quality  standards  for  particulates  in 
1977  and  1978.  Further,  the  PRM  stated 
that  the  Fugitive  Dust  Policy  could  not 
be  used  to  designate  New  Madrid  as  an 
'attainment  area  because  there  are 
significant  industrial  sources  of 
particulates  in  the  area.  EPA  received 
comments  on  the  PRM  from  two 
industries  in  the  New  Madrid  area. 

B.  Fugitive  Dust  Policy 

1.  Background  on  the  Policy  and  Section 
107  Designations 

The  Fugitive  Dust  Policy  was 
developed  by  EPA  because  it  was 
recognized  that  in  some  rural  areas  of 
the  country,  fugitive  dust  could  be  a 
major  cause  of  violations  of  the  air 
quality  standards  for  particulates.  The 
policy  was  distributed  as  an  internal 
EPA  document  on  August  1, 1977.  The 
policy  received  wide  distribution  after 
the  1977  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments 
were  signed.  Copies  were  sent  to  all 
state  air  pollution  control  agencies  as 
part  of  an  EPA  guidance  package  for 
state  designation  of  nonattainment 
areas.  A  copy  of  the  policy  paper  was 
sent  to  the  State  of  Missouri  in  a  letter 
from  Kathleen  Q.  Gamin,  Regional 
Administrator  to  James  P.  Odendahl, 
Director,  Division  of  Environmental 
Quality  on  October  18, 1977. 

The  following  policy  statement  which 
was  based  on  the  Fugitive  Dust  Policy 
paper  was  published  as  part  of  final 
rulemaking  on  Section  107  attainment 
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Status  Designations  in  the  March  3, 1978 
Federal  Registen 

The  problem  of  designating  for  rural 
fugitive  dust  areas  required  special 
consideration.  EPA’s  fugitive  dust  policy 
recognizes  the  generally  greater  health 
impact  due  to  fugitive  dust  in  urban  areas  in 
contrast  to  rural  areas.  In  urban  areas,  the 
windblown  soil  contains  various  manmade 
toxic  pollutants.  But,  rural  windblown  dust  is 
usually  not  significantly  contaminated  by 
industrial  pollutants.  Therefore,  for  the 
purpose  of  these  designations,  any  rural 
areas  experiencing  TSP  violations  which 
could  be  attributed  to  fugitive  dust  could 
claim  attainment  of  the  TSP  NAAQS.  Rural 
areas  for  this  purpose  are  defined  as  those 
which  have:  (1)  a  lack  of  major  industrial 
development  or  the  absence  of  significant 
industrial  particulate  emissions,  and  (2)  low 
urbanized  population  densities. 

The  Fugitive  Dust  Policy  was 
originally  intended  for  use  in  developing 
particulate  control  strategies  and 
implementing  new  source  review 
requirements  in  State  Implementation 
Plans  (SIP).  The  policy  was  designed  to 
assist  in  setting  priorities  for  developing 
fugitive  dust  control  programs  which 
were  to  be  incorporated  in  SIP  control 
strategies.  According  to  the  policy, 
comprehensive  fugitive  dust  control 
programs  should  not  be  required  in  rural 
areas  where  agricultural  operations  and 
unpaved  roads  contributed  significantly 
to  violations  of  the  air  quality  standards. 
The  policy  did  not  indicate  that 
industrial  emission  controls  should  be 
relaxed  or  delayed  in  such  areas. 

The  Fugitive  Dust  Policy  criteria  are 
an  administrative  mechanism  to  exempt 
areas  from  the  requirements  of  Part  D  of 
the  1977  Clean  Air  Act,  even  though 
there  are  measured  violations  of  the  air 
quality  standards  in  the  area.  The 
exemption  would  occur  because  the  use 
of  the  Fugitive  Dust  Policy  criteria  to 
designate  an  area  attainment,  eliminates 
the  need  for  a  state  to  prepare  an 
Implementation  Plan  Revision  for  the 
area.  Section  107(d)(2)  of  the  Act 
requires  that  “the  Administrator  shall 
promulgate  each  such  list  with  such 
modifications  as  he  deems  necessary”. 
The  list  referred  to  above  is  a  list  of 
attainment  and  nonattainment  areas 
submitted  by  an  appropriate  state 
agency.  It  is  clear  that  Section  107(d)(2) 
of  the  Act  gives  the  Administrator 
discretion  in  designating  areas 
attainment  and  nonattaimnent,  and  in 
determining  appropriate  circumstances 
for  which  to  exercise  that  discretion  to 
exempt  areas  from  the  nonattainment 
designation. 


2.  Comments  Relating  to  Application  of 
the  Fugitive  Dust  Policy  to  the 
Designation  of  New  Madrid 

As  pointed  out  in  the  PRM,  the 
Fugitive  Dust  Policy  can  only  be  used  in 
rural  areas  to  designate  such  an  area 
attainment,  and  in  order  to  be 
considered  rural,  an  area  must  meet  the 
criteria  listed  above.  The  PRM  stated 
that  the  New  Madrid  area  meets  the 
population  criteria,  but  the  criteria  for 
absence  of  significant  industrial 
particulate  emissions  were  not  met. 

The  commentors  argued  that  EPA  did 
not  properly  apply  the  criteria  “lack  of 
major  industrial  development  or 
significant  industrial  particulate 
emissions”  in  the  PRM  because  EPA 
considered  the  emission  rates  of  the  two 
large  industrial  particulate  sources  in 
the  New  Madrid  area  instead  of 
considering  the  impact  these  emissions 
have  on  ambient  air  quality.  The 
commentors  argue  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  the  Fugitive  Dust  Policy,  a  source’s 
emissions  should  not  be  considered 
“significant”  unless  they  have  a 
significant  impact  on  ambient  air 
quality.  The  commentors  apparently  felt 
that  EPA  improperly  assumed  that  a 
source  with  a  high  emission  rate  would 
have  a  large  impact  on  ambient  air 
quality.  The  commentors  also  clearly 
thought  that  the  technical  information 
they  submitted  in  their  comments 
rebutted  this  assumption  in  the  New 
Madrid  area. 

EPA  believes  that  a  source’s  emission 
rate  generally  can  indicate  the  presence 
of  “significant  industrial  particulate 
emissions”  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Fugitive  Dust  Policy.  In  the  PRM  EPA 
found  that  Noranda  Aluminum  and 
Associated  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
have  emission  rates  of  2,400  tons  per/ 
year  and  16,300  tons /years,  respectively. 
The  commentors  did  not  dispute  these 
findings.  Nor  did  the  commentors 
dispute  the  fact  that  these  emission 
rates  are  many  times  the  rate  of  a 
“major  stationary  source”  as  defined  by 
Section  302(j)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (100 
tons/year).  For  the  PRM  EPA  also 
calculated,  using  its  New  Madrid 
emissions  inventory,  that  Noranda  and 
Associated  Electric  together  contributed 
over  40%  of  the  total  particulate 
emissions  in  the  New  Madrid  area.  EPA 
reasonably  concluded  on  the  basis  of 
these  high  emissions  rates  and  this  high 
percentage  of  total  emissions  that  it  was 
not  appropriate  to  find  that  New  Madrid 
lacks  “significant  industrial  particulate 
emissions”  and  to  apply  the  Fugitive 
Dust  Policy.  Implicit  in  this  conclusion  is 
the  reasonable  assumption  that  sources 
with  such  high  emissions  rates  would 
have  significant  air  quality  impacts. 


In  addition,  EPA  examined  the 
technical  information  submitted  by  the 
two  commentors  to  rebut  this 
assumption.  This  information  consisted 
of  a  microinventory  of  particulate  matter 
sources  in  the  area,  a  microscopic 
analysis  of  collected  particulate  matter, 
and  dispersion  modeling  of  point  source 
emissions.  EPA  found  much  of  this 
material  to  be  inconclusive.  EPA  also 
found  that  the  reliable  material  supports 
the  assumption  that  the  two  industrial 
sources  do  have  a  significant  impact  on 
air  quality  in  the  New  Madrid  area. 

The  comments  indicated  that  the 
microinventory  technique  was  one  of  the 
pieces  of  evidence  which  was  available 
to  show  that  fugitive  dust  from  farming 
activities,  natural  forces  like  soil  erosion 
and  other  non-industrial  activities 
contributed  a  high  percentage  of 
emissions  in  relation  to  industrial  point 
sources.  The  PRM  indicated  that  the 
microinventory  technique  as  used  in  this 
case  could  lead  to  erroneous 
conclusions  because  the  two  major  point 
sources  in  the  area  were  not  included. 
The  comment  letter  explained  that  the 
major  point  sources  (Noranda 
Aluminum,  Inc.  and  Associated  Electric) 
were  eliminated  ft’om  the 
microinventory  analysis  because  their 
impact  had  already  been  evaluated  by 
computer  modeling  methods  and  was 
determined  to  be  insignificavit  The 
comments  indicated  Ais  was  an 
acceptable  method  of  conducting  a 
microinventory.  EPA  agrees  that  this 
would  be  acceptable  if  the 
microinventory  results  were  not  used  to 
compare  the  percentage  of  fugitive 
emissions  to  the  percentage  of  point 
source  emissions  in  the  area.  However, 
because  the  two  large  point  sources  of 
particulates  were  not  included  in  the 
microinventory,  the  inventory  does  not 
give  an  accurate  comparison  concerning 
the  percentage  contribution  of  point 
source  emissions  and  the  contribution  of 
fugitive  emissions. 

For  those  reasons  stated  above,  EPA 
concludes  that  the  microinventory 
discussed  in  the  comments  does  not 
establish  that  the  contribution  of 
industrial  sources  to  the  violations  of 
standard  are  not  “significant”  for 
purposes  of  determining  whether  the 
area  is  “rural”  and  exempt  fi'om  a 
nonattainment  designation. 

The  microscopic  analysis  was 
mentioned  in  the  comments  as  another 
piece  of  evidence  which  would  indicate 
that  fugitive  sources  rather  than  point 
sources  caused  air  quality  standard 
violations  in  New  Madrid.  The 
comments  indicated  that  scanning 
electron  microscopy  was  used  in 
analyzing  the  particulate  matter 
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collected  on  filters  from  New  Madrid. 
However,  there  was  no  indication  in  the 
original  report  on  the  microscopy  or  in  a 
supplemental  report  submitted  with  the 
comments  that  scanning  electron 
microscopy  was  utilized  in  identifying 
the  origin  of  particulates  on  the  selected 
filters.  Rather,  the  reports  indicated  that 
optical  microscopic  analysis  was  used 
for  the  analysis.  The  scanning  electron 
microscope  is  a  much  more  powerful 
analytical  tool  than  the  polarized  light 
microscope  when  used  to  identify 
particles  and  thus  the  results  of 
polarized  light  microscopy  are  not  as 
conclusive  as  are  those  from  the 
scanning  electron  microscope. 

Another  reason  for  EPA’s  rejection  of 
the  results  of  the  microscopic  analysis 
was  their  lack  of  specificity.  The  results 
of  the  microscopic  analysis  were  further 
explained  by  Dr.  Chatten  Cowherd  in 
his  testimony  before  the  Missouri  Air 
Conservation  Commission  on  August  23. 
1978.  When  asked  to  identify  the 
composition  of  the  material  emitted  from 
Noranda  Aluminum,  Dr.  Cowherd 
testified  that  the  composition  of  such 
materials  is  largely  aluminum  oxide.  The 
results  of  the  microscopy  were  listed  in 
the  MRl  report  such  that  all  material  on 
each  filter  was  classified  in  one  of  four 
categories;  minerals,  combustion 
products,  biological  materials,  or 
miscellaneous.  When  asked  what 
category  the  aluminum  oxide  could  be 
classified.  Dr.  Cowherd  testified  that 
aluminum  oxide  would  not  fit  in  any  of 
the  categories  and  that  there  are 
significant  quantities  of  aluminum  in 
naturally  occuring  clay.  This  testimony 
did  not  appear  to  establish  the  results  of 
the  microscopic  analysis  as  a  basis  for 
distinguishing  fugitive  dust  emissions 
from  industrial  particulate  emissions 
from  Noranda  Aluminum. 

In  the  PRN,  EPA  noted  that  the 
microscopic  analysis  indicated 
combustion  products  contributed  as 
much  as  36  percent  of  the  particulate 
matter  on  high  volume  filters  for  certain 
days  when  the  secondary  particulate 
standard  was  exceeded.  One  comment 
letter  indicated  that  EPA's  implication  in 
this  statement  was  “that  Associated 
Electric  or  Noranda  were  the  offenders”.  ‘ 
The  PRN  did  not  in  fact  indicate  the 
source  of  the  combustion  products 
because  the  reported  results  of  the 
microscopic  analysis  did  not  make  such 
a  distinction.  Combustion  products  do 
however  result  from  sources  other  than 
windblown  dust  and  thus  the  significant 
quantities  of  combustion  products  on  the 
filters  during  times  when  secondary 
standards  were  exceeded  shows  that 
sources  other  than  windblown  dust 
contributes  to  violations  of  the  standard. 


EPA  finds  for  reasons  stated  above 
that  the  microscopic  analysis  does  not 
establish  that  the  industrial  sources  in 
the  area  are  not  significant. 

Another  comment  indicated  that 
“modeling  studies  by  Shell  Engineering 
using  accepted  USEPA  modeling 
techniques  demonstrate  an  annual 
average  impact  fi'om  industrial  point 
sources  of  1.79  percent  for  all  receptor 
points  both  real  and  hypothetical."  The 
statement  was  intended  to  show  that 
there  are  not  significant  industrial 
particulate  emissions  in  the  New  Madrid 
area.  The  secondary  particulate 
standard  is  related  to  a  24  hour 
averaging  time  rather  than  an  annual 
impact  as  was  referenced  in  the 
conunent.  Thus  the  information  in  the 
comment  was  not  relevant  to  an 
evaluation  of  the  impact  of  point  sources 
in  regard  to  the  secondary  24  hour 
particulate  standard  of  150  micrograms 
per  cubic  meter.  Also,  when  evaluating 
the  air  quality  impact  of  sources  with 
respect  to  air  quality  standards,  the 
Clean  Air  Act  requires  that  the 
maximum' impact  of  the  source 
emissions  be  determined  rather  than  an 
average  of  the  impacts  at  a  number  of 
receptor  points  as  was  referred  to  in  the 
comments. 

One  comment  indicated  that  it  was 
inappropriate  to  use  the  major 
“stationary  source  definition”  of  100 
tons/yr.  of  emissions  as  one  factor  in 
evaluating  significant  industrial 
particulate  emissions.  The  commentor 
stated  that  the  phrase  “major  industrial 
development  or  significant  particulate 
emissions”  in  the  Fugitive  Dust  Policy 
referred  to  existing  sources  whereas 
“major  stationary  source”  referred  only 
to  new  sources  as  defined  m  the 
Prevention  of  Significant  Deterioration 
regulation.  The  “major  stationary 
source”  definition  referred  to  in  the  PRM 
was  taken  from  (Section  302(j)]  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  which  states:  “Except  as 
otherwise  expressly  provided,  the  terms 
'major  stationary  source*  and  ‘major 
emitting  facility’  mean  any  stationary 
facility  or  source  of  air  pollutants  which 
directly  emits,  or  has  the  potential  to 
emit,  one  hundred  tons  per  year  or  more 
of  any  air  pollutant  (including  any  major 
emitting  facility  or  source  of  fugitive 
emissions  of  any  such  pollutant,  as 
determined  by  rule  by  the 
Administrator)”. 

As  indicated  in  Section  302(j],  the 
definition  applies  to  “any  stationary 
facility”,  whether  new  or  existing.  As 
stated  in  the  PRM  the  100  tons/yr.  figure 
was  intended  by  EPA,  to  be  used  merely 
as  a  guide  for  establishing  a  minimum 
which  would  be  considered  in 
evaluating  significant  industrial 


particulate  emissions.  Because  there  are 
sources  in  the  New  Madrid  area  which 
have  particulate  emissions  clearly  in 
excess  of  any  definition  of  major 
emitting  source  in  the  Clean  Air  Act 
(16,300  tons/yr  and  2,400  tons/yr),  the 
Administrator  has  determined  that  the 
Fugitive  Dust  Policy  is  not  applicable  to 
this  rulemaking  action. 

One  commentof  stated  that 
“significant  industrial  particulate 
emissions”  could  be  defined  as  wind 
blown  fertilizer,  lime  dust,  or  pesticides 
because  these  materials  are  indirectly 
generated  from  industrial  sources. 
Therefore,  the  conunentor  argued  that 
EPA’s  application  of  the  fugitive  dust 
criteria  could  lead  to  an  unreasonable 
result.  EPA  considers  the  phrase 
significant  sources  of  industrial 
particulate  emissions  in  t'ne  Fugitive 
Dust  Policy  to  refer  to  stationary  source 
emissions.  Thus  the  sources  mentioned 
in  the  comments  would  clearly  not  be 
considered  sources  of  significant 
industrial  particulate  emissions.  EPA 
does  not  believe  its  application  of  the 
criteria  would  lead  to  the  result 
indicated  by  the  commentor. 

The  comments  stated  that  emission 
inventory  data  in  the  Shell  Engineering 
and  Associates,  Inc.  report  which  was 
referenced  in  the  PRM  was  biased.  The 
reason  given  for  this  was  that  the 
estimate  for  area  source  emissions  in 
the  New  Madrid  area  was  calculated 
conservatively  in  the  Shell  report.  On  a 
percentage  basis  this  would  tend  to 
inflate  the  contribution  of  point  source 
emissions.  The  comments  did  not 
quantify  the  bias.  EPA  recognizes  that 
the  Shell  Report  stated  that  there  was 
an  unquantified  bias  which  could  inflate 
the  contribution  of  point  source 
emissions.  However,  based  upon  a 
review  of  the  emission  inventory 
provided  in  the  report,  EPA  believes  the 
percentage  contribution  of  point  source 
emissions  stated  in  the  PRM  is 
representative  of  point  source  emissions 
in  the  New  Madrid  area.  Therefore  EPA 
concludes  that  approximately  40%  of  the 
particulate  emissions  in  the  New  Madrid 
area  are  from  point  sources.  This  clearly 
supports  the  Administrator’s  decision 
that  industrial  particulate  emissions  are 
significant  in  the  New  Madrid  area. 

One  commentor  stated  that  emission 
rates  to  the  atmosphere  ara  important 
only  to  the  extent  that  they  affect 
ambient  air  quality.  Therefore,  the 
commentor  stated  it  was  unreasonable 
to  consider  total  point  source  emissions 
when  determining  whether  to  apply  the 
Fugitive  Dust  Policy,  in  disregard  of 
considerations  of  the  ambient  air  quality 
impact  of  those  emissions.  In  fact  the 
Clean  Air  Act  and  EPA  regulations  and 
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policies  utilize  total  point  source 
emissions,  regardless  of  the  air  quality 
impact,  to  trigger  implementation  of 
many  provisions  of  the  Act.  Examples  of 
this  are  the  minimum  emission  rates 
used  to  determine  applicability  of 
Prevention  of  Significant  Deterioration 
Regulations,  new  source  review 
requirements  of  Section  172(b)(6)  of  the 
Act,  and  requirements  for  application  of 
Reasonably  Available  Control 
Technology  (RACT)  in  nonattainment 
areas,  (i.e.,  the  Ozone  Control  Strategy 
discussed  at  44  FR  20376,  April  4, 1979, 
implementing  the  requirements  of 
Section  172(b)(3)  of  the  Act).  Therefore 
use  of  total  emissions  as  a  basis  for 
determining  applicability  of  the  Fugitive 
Dust  Policy  is  consistent  with  criteria 
used  to  determine  applicability  of  other 
requirements  of  the  Act. 

One  commentor  stated  that  industrial 
point  source  emissions  are  not 
“responsible”  for  violations  of  the 
particulate  air  quality  standards  in  the 
New  Madrid  area.  The  implication  of  the 
statement  was  that  if  industrial 
emissions  do  not  cause  violations,  they 
should  be  discounted  and  the  Fugitive 
-  Dust  Policy  should  be  invoked  to 
designate  the  area  attainment.  It  should 
be  pointed  out  that  an  area  may  be 
designated  nonattainment  (i.e.,  may  be 
determined  to  have  significant  industrial 
particulate  emissions),  even  though 
industrial  sources  alone  do  not  cause 
violations  of  the  NAAQS. 

One  commenter  indicated  that  the  air 
quality  impact  of  Associated  Electric 
and  Noranda  Aluminum  are  so  low  that 
either  plant  could  be  buUt  in  a  Class  I 
area  under  the  Prevention  of  Significant 
Deterioration  of  Air  Quality  (PSD) 
provisions  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  On  the 
basis  of  the  information  submitted  by 
the  commenter,  the  conclusion  is 
incorrect  on  its  face  because  the  impact 
of  one  of  the  sources  would  exceed  the 
Class  I  increment.  In  addition,  the 
criteria  for  the  determination  of  what 
constitutes  significant  deterioration  of 
air  quality  under  PSD  are  not  related  to 
the  criteria  for  determination  of  the 
absence  of  signiflcant  industrial 
particulate  emissions  as  referred  to  in 
the  Fugitive  Dust  Policy.  Thus,  the 
comment  was  not  relevant  to  the 
decision  in  this  rulemaking. 

3.  Comments  on  Consistency  of 
Application  of  Fugitive  Dust  Policy 

Comments  were  submitted  which 
stated  that  EPA's  application  of  the 
Fugitive  Dust  Policy  in  the  PRM  for  New 
Madrid  was  not  consistent  with 
designation  actions  in  other  areas  of  the 
country.  The  comments  referred  to 
proposed  rulemaking  at  45  FR  9012 
(February  11, 1980)  concerning 


redesignation  of  Topeka,  Kansas.  In 
Topeka.  EPA  proposed  to  remove  the 
primary  particulate  nonattainment 
designation  and  retain  the  secondary 
particulate  designation.  The  State  of 
Kansas  had  requested  that  the  Fugitive 
Dust  Policy  be  used  to  designate  the 
Topeka  area  as  attainment.  In  reaching 
the  decision  identified  in  the  Proposal, 
EPA  indicated  that  because  the 
population  of  Topeka  was  above  the 
50,000  limit  identibed  in  the  Fugitive 
Dust  Policy,  the  Topeka  area  could  not 
be  classified  as  “rural”  for  purposes  of 
the  attainment  status  designation. 
However,  as  the  commenter  pointed  out, 
the  proposal  did  indicate  that  the  area 
met  the  critiera  for  “lack  of  major 
industrial  sources  of  particulate 
emissions”  even  though  there  are  large 
point  sources  of  particulate  located  in 
the  Topeka  nonattainment  area. 

The  analysis  of  the  Topeka  attainment 
status  was  incorrect  as  it  pertained  to 
the  discussion  of  lack  of  major  industrial 
sources  of  particulate  emissions.  The 
presence  of  the  large  industrial  sources 
of  particulates  will  be  considered  prior 
to  the  final  rulemaking  for  the  Topeka 
area  attainment  status  designation.  This 
correction  would  not  affect  the  Regional 
Administrator's  proposed  decision  to 
retain  the  secondary  particulate 
designation  which  was  proposed  in  the 
February  11, 1980,  Federal  Register  since 
the  proposal  is  based  on  the 
independent  population  criterion.  It 
simply  means  that  the  Administrator 
must  conclude  that  Topeka  does  not 
meet  either  of  the  criteria  in  the  Fugitive 
Dust  Policy  for  being  classified  as 
“rural.” 

The  comments  also  referred  to  an  EPA 
proposal  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
October  12, 1979  which  involved  the 
redesignation  of  a  portion  of  Maverick 
County,  Texas.  In  that  action,  EPA 
proposed  to  utilize  the  Fugitive  Dust 
Policy  to  designate  the  area  as 
attainment  even  though  there  were 
violations  of  the  air  quality  standards.  In 
addition,  there  was  one  point  source  of 
particulates  in  the  area  which  according 
to  the  comments  had  “emissions 
exceeding  200  tons  per  year.”  The 
source  of  particulates  has  been 
identified  as  a  grain  elevator,  which  is 
located  within  two  miles  of  the  sampling 
station  where  violations  of  the  standard 
were  recorded,  EPA  does  not  consider 
the  Maverick  County,  Texas  action 
comparable  to  the  New  Madrid, 

Missouri  area.  In  the  PRM,  EPA  stated 
the  100  tons/yr  limit  was  to  be  used  only 
as  a  guide  to  determine  the  distance  of 
significant  industrial  sources  of 
particulate  emissions.  In  the  case  of 
Maverick  County,  Texas  there  is  one 


grain  elevator  which  emits  200  tons  of 
particulates  per  year.  This  reasonably 
cannot  be  compared  to  the  New  Madrid, 
Missouri  area  where  there  are  emissions 
of  2,400  tons  of  particulates  per  year 
from  a  primary  aluminum  smelter  and 
16,300  tons  of  particulate  a  year  from  a 
coal  fired  power  plant. 

C.  Air  Quality  Data 

The  air  quality  data  upon  which  EPA 
made  its  March  3, 1978  designation  and 
proposed  a  change  in  designation  in  the 
March  17, 1980  Federal  Register  were 
gathered  in  1976, 1977  and  the  Hrst  half 
of  1978.  The  PRM  indicated  that  the  date 
showed  violations  of  the  secondary 
particulate  standards  during  1977  and 
1978  at  a  sampling  station  in  New 
Madrid  operated  by  the  Missouri 
Department  of  Natural  Resources.  The 
data  also  showed  violations  of  the 
secondary  particulate  standards  during 
1978  at  all  four  of  the  sampling  stations 
operated  by  Noranda  Aluminum. 

Comments  were  submitted  which 
argued  that  the  exceedences  of  the  24 
hour  secondary  particulate  standard  in 
New  Madrid  should  be  discounted  for 
various  reasons.  One  comment  letter 
indicated  that  tree  pollen,  widespread 
geographical  excursions  of  the  standard 
and  other  natual  causes  should  have 
been  used  to  exclude  high  readings. 
However,  the  letter  did  not  identify 
specific  reasons  for  excluding  specific 
high  air  quality  values.  The  other 
comment  letter  included  updated  air 
quality  data  and  identiHed  specific 
exceedences  with  possible  suggested 
reasons  for  excluding  this  data. 

The  updated  data  which  were 
submitted  with  the  comments  on  the 
PRM  represented  sampling  for  the  last 
half  of  calendar  year  1978  and  all  of 
calendar  year  1979.  Because  the  data 
had  not  previously  been  validated  by 
the  Missouri  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  EPA  transmitted  the  data  to 
the  State  for  review,  since  EPA  was 
proposing  to  modify  the  State’s 
attainment  status  list.  Based  upon  the 
review  of  the  1978  and  1979  air  quality 
data,  the  state  concluded  that  valid 
exceedences  of  the  NAAQS  were 
measured  in  the  New  Madrid  area.  EPA 
agrees  with  the  state  review  and 
concludes  that  even  after  excluding 
certain  high  values  because  they  are  not 
representative,  there  are  violations  of 
the  secondary  air  quality  standards  in 
the  New  Madrid  area. 

The  validated  data  shows  that  during 
1978  there  were  seven  exceedences  of 
the  eecondary  standard  at  Noranda 
sampling  site  A  with  a  second  high 
value  of  233  micrograms  per  cubic 
meter.  At  Noranda  sampling  site  B,  there 
were  three  exceedences  of  the  standard 
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with  a  second  high  of  165  micrograms 
per  cubic  meter  during  1978.  At  Noranda 
site  C,  there  were  three  exceedences  of 
the  standard  and  a  second  high  value  of 
186  micrograms  per  cubic  meter.  The 
results  from  the  State  sampler  in  New 
Madrid  indicated  three  exceedences  of 
the  standard  in  1978  with  a  second  high 
value  of  193  micrograms  per  cubic 
meter.  In  1979,  Noranda  sampling  site  A 
had  two  exceedences  of  the  secondary 
standard  with  a  second  high  value  of  167 
micrograms  per  cubic  meter.  No  other 
samplers  in  the  New  Madrid  area 
showed  violations  of  the  standards  in 
1979. 

The  comments  indicated  that  the 
annual  geometric  mean  at  all  sampling 
sites  was  below  60  micrograms  per 
cubic  meter.  The  60  micrograms  per 
cubic  meter  value  is  used  only  as  a 
guide  for  evaluating  control  strategies  in 
State  Implementation  Plans  and  is  not 
considered  relevant  to  a  determination 
on  attainment  of  the  24  hour  secondary 
particulate  standard  of  150  micrograms 
per  cubic  meter. 

One  comment  letter  indicated  that  the 
procedures  used  for  discounting  data  in 
Springfield,  Missouri  were  not 
consistent  with  those  used  in  New 
Madrid.  The  comment  referred  to  an 
action  in  the  March  3, 1978  Federal 
Register  which  designated  Springfield  as 
attainment  even  though  there  were 
exceedences  of  the  secondary 
particulate  standard  measured  in  1976 
and  1977.  Certain  high  values  were 
discounted  in  Springfield  because  of 
high  winds  which  caused  blowing  dust 
and  because  of  road  work  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  samplers. 

In  reviewing  the  New  Madrid  air 
quality  data  both  the  State  of  Missouri 
and  EPA  allowed  discounting  of  certain 
high  values  because  of  blowing  dust  and 
because  of  road  repair  work  in  the 
vicinity  of  air  monitors.  Therefore,  EPA 
finds  that  the  data  in  Springfield  and  in 
New  Madrid  were  treated  in  a 
consistent  manner  in  the  attainment 
status  designation  of  the  area. 

One  comment  letter  indicated  that 
even  though  there  were  exceeding  of  the 
air  quality  standards  in  Hannibal, 
Missouri,  the  area  is  designated 
attainment.  After  reviewing  the 
Hannibal  air  quality  data,  EPA  has 
determined  that  there  were  no  valid 
violations  of  the  particulate  air  quality 
standards  in  Hannibal  during  1975  and 
1976  or  1977  which  was  the  period  for 
which  data  was  utilized  by  the  State  of 
Missouri  in  developing  their  original 
attainment  status  list  in  1977.  The 
Missouri  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  plans  to  review  the  more 
recent  air  quality  data  from  Hannibal 
and  all  other  sampling  stations  in  the 


State  for  exceeding  of  air  quality 
standards.  It  will  then  make 
recommendations  to  the  Missouri  Air 
Conservation  Commission  as  to  possible 
changes  in  the  designations  for  portions 
of  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Thus  after  reviewing  updated  data 
submitted  with  the  comments,  and  after 
considering  the  State  review  of  such 
data,  EPA  has  determined  that  there  are 
violations  of  the  secondary  particulate 
standards  in  the  New  Madrid  area  even 
after  discounting  certain  values  for 
legitimate  reasons. 

D.  Miscellaneous  Comments 

One  comment  questioned  the 
boundaries  of  the  designated 
nonattainment  area.  The  PRM  utilized 
the  same  boundaries  which  were 
identiHed  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  3, 1978.  These  boundaries  were 
proposed  by  the  State  of  Missouri  when 
they  submitted  the  list  of  nonattainment 
areas  on  December  5, 1977.  The 
boundaries  enclose  the  area  where  air 
quality  monitors  are  located  and  where 
violations  of  the  air  quality  standard 
have  been  measured.  Also,  all  major 
point  sources  are  within  the  boundaries. 
EPA  believes  the  boundaries  of  the  New 
Madrid  nonattainment  area  are 
reasonable  and  thus,  they  remain 
unchanged. 

One  commentor  also  stated  that  if 
EPA  finally  determined  that  a 
nonattainment  designation  was 
appropriate,  or  if  EPA  determined  to 
take  final  action  to  disapprove  the 
variance,  (the  latter  of  which  is 
discussed  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register],  then  its  requests  for 
adjudicatory  hearings  on  each  action, 
made  in  petitions  for  hearing  filed  with 
the  comments,  should  be  granted.  The 
commentor  stated  that  adjudicatory 
hearings  on  the  attainment  status 
designation  and  on  the  variance  were 
required:  (1)  so  that  all  current, 
available,  and  accurate  data  could  be 
presented  to  EPA  for  consideration,  to 
resolve  issues  of  material  fact;  (2) 
because  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  requires  an  adjudicatory  hearing  in 
this  rulemaking,  due  to  the  complex 
nature  of  factual  and  legal  issues 
perceived  by  the  commentor,  which 
could  be  best  resolved  through  an 
adjudicatory  hearing;  (3)  because  EPA 
should  apply  the  procedures  in  Section 
307(d)  to  this  rulemaking,  including 
opportunity  for  hearing;  (4)  because  an 
adjudicatory  hearing  would  aid  in 
determining  the  “standard  of  review” 
used  by  EPA  in  acting  on  the  State’s 
recommended  attainment  designation; 
and  (5)  because  EPA  proposed  to  rely  on 
information  which  was  not  included  in 


the  hearing  records  prepared  during  the 
State  proceedings. 

EPA  has  reviewed  the  request 
contained  in  the  commentor’s 
submission,  and  has  determined  that  an 
adjudicatory  hearing  should  not  be  held. 
EPA  has  provided  an  adequate 
opportunity  for  comment  on  the 
proposed  rulemaking.  The  commentor, 
and  others,  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
provide  written  comments  on  the 
proposal,  to  provide  additional 
information  for  consideration  by  EPA  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking,  and  to  provide 
any  comment  on  the  rationale  stated  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  and  the 
information  relied  on  by  EPA  in  the 
proposal.  In  addition,  the  commentor 
presented  substantial  information  during 
the  comment  period,  the  relevant 
portions  of  which  have  been  considered, 
as  discussed  in  this  notice,  by  EPA  prior 
to  the  final  rulemaking.  The  commentor 
has  not  demonstrated  that  the  comment 
procedure  by  EPA  was  inadequate  to 
present  its  comments  on  the  proposed 
rulemaking.  The  commentor  did  not 
request  an  extension  of  the  comment 
period  to  present  any  additional 
information  for  consideration  prior  to 
final  action.  Therefore,  EPA  does  not 
believe  the  additional  procedures 
requested  by  the  commentor  are 
necessary  or  appropriate. 

EPA  agrees  with  the  commentor  that 
there  is  no  absolute  requirement  that  an 
adjudicatory  hearing  be  held  in  informal 
rulemaking,  either  by  virtue  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  or  307(d) 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (the  latter  of  which 
has  not  been  determined  by  EPA  to  be 
applicable  to  promulgation  of  an 
attainment  status  list  of  a  State  under 
Section  107  or  action  on  an  SIP  revision 
under  Section  110(a)).  However,  EPA 
disagrees,  for  reasons  stated  above, 
with  the  comment  that  an  adjudicatory 
hearing  is  necessary  for  the  rulemaking 
action  which  is  the  subject  of  this  notice. 
Therefore,  EPA  exercises  its  discretion 
to  deny  the  request  for  an  adjudicatory 
hearing  on  the  rulemaking  for  the 
designation  of  New  Madrid  County. 

Based  upon  the  above  information 
EPA  has  determined  that  there  were 
measured  violations  of  the  secondary 
particulate  standard  in  the  New  Madrid 
area  during  1978  and  1979.  These 
violations  existed  even  after  discounting 
certain  high  air  quality  values  because 
of  unusual  meteorological  conditions. 
Also,  after  consideration  of  comments 
submitted  on  the  proposed  rulemaking 
the  Administrator  has  determined  that 
the  Fugitive  Dust  Policy  cannot  be  used 
in  the  New  Madrid  area  because  the 
area  does  not  meet  the  criteria,  “lacks 
major  industrial  development  or 
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significant  industrial  particulate 
emissions.” 

Action 

The  EPA  eliminates  the  primary 
particulate  nonattainment  designation 
and  retains  the  secondary  particulate 
nonattainment  designation  for  the  New 
Madrid  area. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  the  EPA 
is  required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation 
is  “significant”  and,  therefore,  subject  to 
the  procedural  requirements  of  the 
Order  or  whether  it  may  follow  other 
specialized  development  procedures. 

The  EPA  labels  these  other  regulations 
“specialized”.  EPA  has  determined  that 
this  is  a  specialized  regulation  not 
subject  to  the  procedural  requirements 
of  Executive  Order  12044. 

The  Administrator  finds  good  cause  to 
make  this  designation  effective 

§  81.326  Missouri 


40  CFR  Part  180 

[OPP-300026A;  FRL  1609-7] 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  From 
Tolerances  for  Pesticide  Chemicals  in 
or  on  Raw  Agricultural  Commodities 
Phenosuifonic  Acid-Formaidehyde- 
Urea  Condensate 
agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Final  rule. 


immediately  as  it  forms  the  basis  for 
actions  on  the  Missouri  State 
Implementation  Plan  on  which  final 
action,  also  made  immediately  effective 
for  reasons  stated  therein,  is  taken 
elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Section  107  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  7404)) 

Dated:  September  16. 1980. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

Title  40,  Part  81  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

Subpart  C— Section  107  Attainment 
Status  Designations 

Section  81.326  is  amended  by  revising 
the  tables  for  total  suspended 
particulates  (TSP)  to  read  as  follows; 


summary:  This  regulation  establishes  an 
exemption  from  the  requirement  of  a 
tolerance  for  the  inert  (or  occasionally 
active)  ingredient  phenosuifonic  acid- 
formaldehyde-urea  condensate  in 
pesticide  formulations.  The  regulation 
was  requested  by  BASF  Wyandotte 
Corporation.  This  amendment  will 
permit  the  registration  of  pesticide 
formulations  containing  phenosuifonic 
acid-formaldehyde-urea  condensate  and 
its  sodium  salt. 


date:  Effective  on  September  22, 1980. 
Objections  are  due  on  or  before  October 

22. 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  to: 

Robert  J.  Taylor,  Product  Manager  (PM) 
25,  Rm:  E-359,  Registration  Division 
(TS-767),  Office  of  Pesticide  Product 
Program,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M.  St.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460. 

Send  objections  to  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
EPA,  Room  M-3708,  at  the  address  given 
above. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 

St.,  SW,  Washington,  DC  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  J.  Taylor  (202-755-2196). 
supplementary  information:  On  July 

18. 1980,  a  notice  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  48171)  that 
BASF  Wyandotte  Corp.  submitted  a 
petition  (PP  9E2179)  proposing  to  amend 
40  CFR  180.1001  by  exempting 
phenosuifonic  acid-formaldehyde-urea 
condensate  and  its  sodium  salts,  which 
are  inert  (or  occasionally  active) 
ingredients  in  pesticide  formulations 
from  tolerance  requirements.  No  * 
comments  or  request  for  referral  to  an 
Advisory  Committee  were  received  by 
the  Agency  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking.  It  has  been 
concluded  that  the  amendment  will 
protect  the  public  and,  therefore,  that 
the  amendment  be  established  as  set 
forth  below. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may,  on  or  before  October  22, 
1980,  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  EPA,  Room  M-3708  (A- 
110),  401  M  St.,  SW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  Such  objections  should  be 
submitted  in  quintuplicate  and  specify 
the  provisions  of  the  regulation  deemed 
to  be  objectionable  and  the  grounds  for 
the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested 
the  objections  must  be  supported  by 
grounds  legally  sufHcient  to  jusify  the 
relief  sought. 

Under  the  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA 
is  required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation 
is  “signiHcant”  and  therefore  subject  to 
the  procedural  requirements  of  the 
Order  or  whether  it  may  follow  other 
“specialized”  procedures.  This 
regulation  has  been  reviewed  and  it  has 
I  been  determined  that  it  is  a  specialized 
regulation  not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

Effective  date:  September  22, 1980. 
(Sec.  406(d)(2),  68  Stat.  514,  (21  U.S.C  346a(e)) 

Dated:  September  10, 1980. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

Therefore,  Subpart  D  of  40  CFR  Part 
180  is  amended  by  alphabetically 
inserting  “Phenosuifonic  acid- 


Missouri— TSP 


Designated  area 

Does  not 
meet 
primary 
standard 

Does  not 

meet  Cannot  be 

secondary  Classified 

standard 

Better 

than 

national 

standard 

St.  Louis  AQCR  (070); 

St.  Louis  (an  area  extending  west  about  2  miles  from  the 
Mississipp;  River,  north  to  near  1-270  and  south  to 
about  1  mile  bey^  the  city  limits). 

X 

K  . 

Chambers  area:  Beginning  at  the  St  Louis  city  limits  and  1-270, 
west  to  Highway  367,  south  to  SL  Louis  ci^  limits  and  along 
this  boimdaiy  to  point  of  origia 

SL  Ann  area  (An  area  of  about  1  mile  radius  located  in  the  City  of 
St.  Ann). 

y 

X 

Kansas  City  AQCR  (094): 

Kansas  City  (an  area  extending  approximately  from  the 
Kansas  State  Line  east  along  SSth  St.  to  1-435,  then 
north  to  1-70,  east  to  Maland  Rd.,  north  to  1-35,  south¬ 
west  to  1-29,  northwest  to  1-635,  and  southwest  to  the 
State  Nne). 

X 

X  . 

Kansas  State  Nne  east  along  Red  Brid^  Rd.  and 

1 15th  SL  to  Missouri  Highway  291,  then  north  to  1-70, 
east  to  Missouri  Highway  7,  north  to  U.S.  Highway  24 
west  to  Missouri  291,  north  to  Missouri  Highway  152, 
west  to  Missouri  Highway  9,  south  to  U.S.  Highway 
FF,  and  due  south  to  the  State  Nne). 

X 

X  . 

f 

X 

Northern  AQCR  (137):  Mexico  (township  51  north,  range  9  west)- 

. . .  X 

»x  . 

X 

'  X  . . 

toAmship  22  north,  range  14  east  (New  Madrid). 

X 

X 

'  EPA  designation  replaces  state  designation 

(FR  Doc.  aO-29214  Filed  9-19-80;  6:45  am) 
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formaldehyde-urea  condensate  and  its 
sodium  salt  *  *  *”  in  the  table  under 
§  180.1001  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  180.1001  Exemptions  from  the 
requirentent  of  a  tolerance. 
***** 

(d)  *  *  * 


Inert  ingredients  Limits  Uses 


Ptienosulfonic  acid-  Applied  to  Dispersant, 

lormaldehyde-urea  growiitg  plants  surfactant 

condensate  and  its  only, 

sodium  salt 


|FR  Doc.  80-29244  Filed  9-19-80;  8;45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1033 
(S.O.  No.  1484] 

Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Co.  Authorized  To  Operate 
Over  Tracks  of  Chicago,  Rock  Island 
and  Pacific  Railroad  Co.,  Debtor 
(William  M.  Gibbons,  Trustee) 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Service  Order  No.  1484. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  authorizes  The 
Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway 
Company  (ATSF)  to  operate  over  tracks 
of  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  Debtor  (William  M. 
Gibbons,  Trustee),  (RI)  on  a  one  trip 
basis,  between  Lone  Wolf  and 
Mountains  View,  Oklahoma,  for  the 
purpose  of  retrieving  stranded  rail  cars 
of  ATSF  ownership. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  12:01  a.m.,  September 
18, 1980,  and  continuing  in  effect  until 
11:59  p.m.,  September  26, 1980,  unless 
modified,  amended,  or  vacated  by  order 
of  this  Commission. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

M.  F.  Clemens.  Jr.  (202)  275-7840. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Decided:  September  16, 1980. 

The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company  (ATSF)  connects 
with  the  Chicago  Rock  Island  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Company,  Debtor 
(William  M.  Gibbons,  Trustee),  (Rl)  at 
Lone  Wolf,  Oklahoma.  An  interim 


operator.  The  Southwestern  Oklahoma 
Railroad,  was  supplied  with  rail  cars  by 
the  ATSF  as  an  interchanging  carrier 
and  has  ceased  operations.  This 
cessation  of  operations  has  left  ATSF 
rail  cars  stranded  at  Mountain  View, 
Oklahoma.  The  ATSF  has  an  urgent 
need  for  this  equipment  and  fears 
further  delay  may  make  retrieval  of  the 
cars  impossible  due  to  the  continuing 
deterioration  of  the  line.  The  ATSF 
seeks  only  to  enter  upon  the  line  a  single 
time  for  the  purpose  of  retrieving 
stranded  equipment  of  its  ownership.  It 
does  not  intend  to  serve  any  customer  or 
industry  located  along  the  line. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission 
that  an  emergency  exists  requiring  that 
the  ATSF  be  authorized  to  enter  upon 
and  use  tracks  of  the  RI  for  the  purpose 
of  retrieving  stranded  equipment;  that 
notice  and  public  procedru'e  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  order  effective  upon  less 
than  thirty  days’  notice. 

It  is  ordered, 

§  1033.1484  Service  order  No.  1484. 

(a)  The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa 
Fe  Railway  Company  authorized  to 
operate  over  tracks  of  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company, 
Debtor  (William  M.  Gibbons,  Trustee). 
The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company  (ATSF)  is  authorized 
to  enter  upon  and  operate  over  tracks  of 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  PaciHc 
Railroad  Company,  Debtor  (William  M, 
Gibbons,  Trustee).  (Rl)  on  a  one  trip 
basis,  between  Lone  Wolf  and  Mountain 
View.  Oklahoma,  a  distance  of  a 
approximately  26  miles  for  the  purpose 
of  retrieving  stranded  rail  equipment  of 
ATSF  ownership. 

(b)  The  ATSF  shall  notify  Mr.  Henry 
W.  Metz,  RI  representative  (Telephone 
(312)  435-7327),  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  any  operation  over  subject 
line  to  assure  the  coordination  of  that 
operation  and  any  being  performed  by 
RI. 

(c)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  12:01  a.m., 
September  18, 1980. 

(d)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
September  26, 1980,  unless  otherwise 
modified,  amended,  or  vacated  by  order 
of  this  commission. 

This  action  is  taken  under  the 
authority  of  49  U.S.C.  10304-10305  and 
11121-11126. 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 


Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  for  the 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association.  Notice  of  this  order  shall  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  depositing 
a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C., 
and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Joe  E.  Bums,  Robert  S. 
Turkington  and  John  H.  O'Brien. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29164  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


49  CFR  Parts  1300, 1303, 1306, 1307, 
1308, 1309, 1310 

[Docket  No.  37013  (Sub-1)] 

Rescission  of  Regulations  Governing 
Certification  of  Rates  or  Fares 
Covering  New  Operating  Authority 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Rescission  of  Final  Rules. 

summary:  The  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  is  rescinding  its  present 
regulations  requiring  carriers  to  certify 
to  the  Bureau  of  Traffic  that  rates  have 
been  filed  to  cover  the  new  operating 
authority.  The  Commission  has 
concluded  that  the  rules  are 
unnecessary  for  assuring  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  Rescission  of  these 
regulations  will  remove  a  costly 
regulatory  burden  from  the  carriers. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  22, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martin  E.  Foley  (202)  275-7348. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  issues  either  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  or  a 
permit  only  after  the  carrier  involved 
has  complied  with  regulations 
concerning  insurance,  process  agents, 
and  rates  covering  the  new  authority. 

In  order  to  comply  with  the  rate  filing 
requirement  the  carrier  presently  is 
required  to  certify  to  the  Bureau  of 
Traffic  that  it  has  published  and  filed  its 
rates  applicable  in  connection  with  the 
newly  authorized  operating  authority. 
Upon  receipt  of  this  letter  of 
certification,  the  bureau  advises  the 
Office  of  Proceedings  that  the  carrier 
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has  complied  with  the  rate  filing 
requirements. 

The  Bureau  has  concluded  that  the 
number  of  carriers  failing  to  file  the 
required  rates  is  so  small  that 
continuation  of  the  certification 
requirement  can  no  longer  be  justified. 
This  requirement  is  an  additional 
expense  to  the  carriers  and  in  some 
cases  further  delays  issuance  of  the 
certificate  or  permit.  Furthermore,  in  this 
time  of  reduced  personnel  and  increased 
tariff  niings  the  Bureau  of  Traffic  can  no 
longer  justify  processing  letters  of 
certification  which  produce  minimal 
benefits  to  the  Commission  in  its 
enforcement  capacity. 

No  parties  will  be  adversely  affected 
by  this  change.  The  certification  process' 
comes  into  play  only  after  new 
operating  authority  has  been  approved. 
Thus,  present  rights  concerning  protests 
and  appeals  are  not  affected. 

Because  the  changes  to  the  regulations 
are  procedural  in  nature,  they  will  be 
adopted  as  Hnal  rules  without  notice  or 
public  comment. 

This  decision  does  not  affect  ^ 
significantly  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  energy  consumption. 

It  is  ordered: 

§§  1300.33, 1303.38, 1306.19, 1307.16, 

1306.14. 1308.111. 1309.7. 1310.35 
[Rescinded] 

Sections  1300.33, 1303.38, 1306.19, 

1307.16. 1308.14. 1308.111. 1309.7. 1310.35 
of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  are  rescinded. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  authority 
contained  in  49  U.S.C.  10321  and  5 
U.S.C.  553. 

Decided:  September  10, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Gaskins, 
Vice  Chairman  Gresham,  Commissioners 
Stafford,  Clapp,  Trantum,  Alexis  and  Gilliam. 
Gommissioner  Stafford  not  participating. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FK  Doc.  80-29258  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  65 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-5905] 

Notice  of  Communities  With  Minimal 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  for  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Final  rule. 


summary:  The  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator,  after  consultation  with 
local  officials  of  the  communities  listed 
below,  has  determined,  based  upon 
analysis  of  existing  conditions  in  the 
communities,  that  these  communities’ 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  are  small  in 
size,  with  minimal  flooding  problems. 
Because  existing  conditions  indicate 
that  the  area  is  unlikely  to  be  developed 
in  the  foreseeable  future,  there  is  no 
need  to  use  the  existing  detailed  study 
methodology  to  determine  the  base 
flood  elevations  for  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Areas. 

Therefore,  the  Administrator  is 
converting  the  communities  listed  below 
to  the  Regular  Program  of  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program  (NFIP)  without 
determining  base  flood  elevations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Date  listed  in  fourth 
column  of  List  of  Communities  with 
Minimal  Flood  Hazard  Areas. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell.  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  426-1460  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-M72,  Federal 


Emergency  Management  Agency, 
WasUngton,  D.C.  20472. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  these 
communities,  the  full  limits  of  flood 
insurance  coverage  are  available  at 
acturial,  non-subsidized  rates.  The  rates 
will  vary  according  to  the  zone 
designation  of  the  particular  area  of  the 
community. 

Flood  insurance  for  contents,  as  well 
as  strucbires,  is  available.  The 
maximum  coverage  available  under  the 
Regular  Program  is  significantly  greater 
than  that  available  under  the  Emergency 
Program. 

Flood  insurance  coverage  for  property 
located  in  the  communities  listed  can  be 
purchased  &om  any  licensed  property 
insurance  agent  or  broker  serving  the 
eligible  community,  or  &om  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program.  The  effective 
date  of  conversion  to  the  Regular 
Program  will  not  appear  in  Ae  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  except  for  the  page 
number  of  this  entry  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

The  entry  reads  as  follows: 


§  65.7  List  of  communities  with  minimai  flood  hazard  areas. 


State 

County 

Community  name 

Date  of  conversion 
to  regular  program 

Oct  10, 1980. 

Oct  14.  loao. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xltl  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42  U.S.C 
4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  13367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued;  September  10, 1980. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29222  Piled  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  67ie-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Final  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Final  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are  listed  below  for  selected 
locations  in  the  nation. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
‘  are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  date  of  issuance  of 
the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM), 
showing  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations,  for  the  community. 
ADDRESSES:  See  table  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency. 
Federal  Insurance  Administration. 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  (202) 
426-1460  or  Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872 
(In  Alaska  and  Hawaii  call  Toll  Free 
(800)  424-9080),  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  final  determinations  of 
flood  elevations  for  each  community 
listed. 
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This  final  rule  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1968  {Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  {Pub.  L  90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  44  CFR  87.  An  opportunity  for 


the  community  or  individuals  to  appeal 
this  determination  to  or  through  the 
community  for  a  period  of  ninety  {90) 
days  has  been  provided,  and  the 
Administrator  has  resolved  the  appeals 
presented  by  the  community. 

HmI  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations 


Hie  Administrator  has  developed 
criteria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
flood-prone  areas  in  accordance  with  44 
CFR  Part  60. 

The  final  base  {100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


,  #Deplh  in 

leet.ebove 

Slate  City/toiNn/county  Sooree  of  Hoodbig  Locaion  ground. 

‘Elevation 
in  feet 
INGVO) 


Nmv  VM .  Penlleld,  Town,  Monroe  County 

(Docket  No.  FI-4863). 


konde<|uet  Creek. 


Cennveefon  Dftoti 


Fovmlle  Creek. 


Alen  Creek 

Maps  avalaUe  at  the  Town  Hall,  3100  ASanlic  Averxie,  Penfield,  New  York. 


Conftuenoe  with  IrotKfequoil  Bay....- _ _ _ _ 

Upstream  of  BrowncrofI  Boulevard . - . . . . 

Blossom  Hoad . - . . 

State  Route  441 . . . . . .'. . . . 

Upstream  of  Washington  Street . . . . . . . . . 

Upstream  corporate  limits . . . . _.....» . . . 

Upstream  of  State  Route  441 . . . . . 

Harris  Hoad . . . . . . . 

Upstream  of  Sweets  Comers  Road . . . . . . 

State  Route  286 . . . — _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Upstream  of  Penfield  Center  Road. . . . . . . _.. 

Downstream  corporate  limits . - . — . 

Upstream  of  Marohner  Road . . . — 

State  Route  260 . . . . . . 

Upstream  of  Plank  Road . . . . . . . . 

State  Route  250 . . . . . . . 

Confluence  with  kondequolt  Creek  _ - _ — . 

Upstream  corporate  Emits . . 


•249 

*259 

•262 

*275 

•319 

•349 

*486 

•489 

•501 

•501 

*502 

•469 

•474 

•474 

•477 

*502 

•274 

*324 


{National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effecdve  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued;  September  5, 1980. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29221  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BHJJNG  CODE  671t-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Final  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

action:  Final  Rule. 


summary:  Final  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  are  listed  below  for  selected 
locations  in  the  nation. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
(ximmunity  is  required  either  to  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  e^ect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 


for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  date  of  issuance  of 
the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM), 
showing  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations,  for  the  community. 
ADDRESSES:  See  table  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  426-1460  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872  (In  Alaska 
and  Hawaii  call  Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424- 
9080),  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  final  determination  of  flood 
elevation  for  each  community  listed. 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in  accordance 


with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L.  90^48),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  44  CFR  Part  67).  An 
opportunity  for  the  community  or 
individuals  to  appeal  this  determination 
to  or  through  the  community  for  a  period 
of  ninety  (90)  days  has  been  provided. 
No  appeals  of  the  proposed  base  flood 
elevations  were  received  from  the 
community  or  from  individuals  within 
the  community. 

The  Administrator  has  developed 
criteria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
floodprone  areas  in  accordance  with  44 
OTl  Part  60. 

The  final  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 
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Ftnal  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations 


irOepth  in 
feet  above 

State  '  City/town/county  Source  of  flooding  Location  ground. 

’Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVO) 


Alabama . . .  Town  of  Brookskfe.  Jefferson  Fivemile  Creek. 

County  (FEMA  5799). 

Maps  available  at  Town  Hall,  P.O.  Box  142,  Brookside,  Alabama  35036. 


Just  upstream  of  Main  Street . . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Gardendale  Road  . . . . . . 


•374 

•379 


Illinois.. 


(C),  Collinsville,  Madison  County  Canteen  Creek 
(Docket  No.  FEMA  5817). 


Poncing  Area. 


Just  upstream  U.S.  Highway  40 . . . _ 

About  450  feet  downstream  State  Highway  157 . . . . 

About  300  feet  upstream  Lake  Side  Drive . . . . . 

Just  upstream  Old  Belleville  Road . . . . . . 

About  600  feet  upstream  Mulberry  Street . . . 

About  2.2  miles  upstream  Mulber^  Street . . . 

Northwest  of  intersection  of  U.S.  Highway  40  and  Simpscxi  Place. 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Clerk's  Office.  City  Hall,  125  South  Center  Street  Collinsville,  Illinois  62234. 


•421 

•435 

•454 

•470 

•483 

•504 

•419 


Minois . .  (V),  Crestwood,  Cook  County  Crestwood  Drainage  Ditch  West...  About  250  feet  downstream  from  Calumet  Sag  Road . .  ’589 

(DcxJket  No.  FEMA  5778).  Just  upstream  of  Calumet  Sag  Road . . .  ’594 

Just  downstream  of  1 31  st  Street  culvert  _ _ _ _ _ _ ............  ’607 

Just  upstream  of  131st  Street  culvert . . . ’615 

Crestwood  Drainage  Ditch  East...  Just  upstream  Cicero  Avenue _ _  *603 

Just  upstream  of  135th  Street . . . . . . . . .  ’606 

Just  downstream  of  Kostner  Avenue . .  ’608 

Just  upstream  of  Kostner  Avenue . . . .  ’OIO 

Tinley  Creek .  Downstream  corporate  limits  (at  127th  Street)... _ ..... _ _ _ _  ’597 

Just  upstream  of  Central  Avenue . . .  ’605 

Just  downstream  of  Elementary  Oristian  School  Road . . .  ’606 

Just  upstream  of  Elementary  Christian  School  Road . .  ’608 

At  upstream  corporate  limits  (about  850  feet  upstream  of  Elementary  *609 
Christian  School  Road). 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Village  Clerk’s  Office.  ViHage  Hall,  13480  South  Cicero,  Crestwood.  Illinois  60445. 


Illinois... . . . . .  (V),  Elsah,  Jersey  County,  Elsah  Creek ...... 

(Docket  No  FEMA  5818) 


Mississippi  River. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Community  Center,  Elsah,  Illinois  6202a 


Mouth . 

About  100  feet  downstream  of  Alma  Street . 

Just  upstream  of  intersection  of  Mill  Street  and  Cemetery  Road . . 

Upstream  corporate  limit . 

Downstream  corporate  limil.,.., . . . . 

Upstream  corporate  limit .  . . . . 


•440 

•440 

•472 

•478 

•440 

•440 


Hiinois.,. . . .  (V).  Florence,  Pike  County  Illinois  River..., . . . .  .  .  .  Within  corporate  limits . . . . . . . . .  ^447 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5818). 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Florence  Village  Hall,  R.R.  dfl,  Pittsfield,  Illinois  62363. 


Hiinois  . .  (Cl,  Lake  Forest  Lake  County  Skokie  River................. . . . .  Just  upstream  Old  Elm  Road . . 

(Docket  No  FEMA  5825)  Just  downstream  Westleigh  Road . . . 

About  300  feet  downstream  Deerpath  Road.... . 

About  1,900  feet  upstream  Chicago  and  North  Western  railroad  (at 
corporate  limits). 

Middle  Fork,  North  Branch,  Downstream  corporate  limit . . . . . . 

Chicago  River.  Just  downstream  Everett  Road . . . . . ......... 

Just  downstream  Kennedy  Road.............„.....................».......„.. 

Upstream  corporate  limit..: . . . . . . 

.  About  8,300  feet  upstream  Kennedy  Road . . . . . 

Lake  Michigan  . .  Shoreline. . . . 

Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  Assistant  Engineer's  Office,  City  Hak,  220  E.  (}eerpath.  Lake  Forest,  Illinois  60045. 


•651 

•657 

•661 

••669 

•659 

•663 

•668 

•669 

•670 

•584 


Wirtois., . .  (V),  Oak  Brook,  Du  Page  County  Bronswood  Cemetery  Tributary...  At  the  confluence  with  Salt  Creek . . .......  •652 

(Docket  No  FEMA  5816).  At  the  corporate  limit  upstream  of  the  cemetery  ((^endale  Road  ex-  •688 

tended). 

About  400  feet  upstream  of  the  dam  west  of  Adams  Road. . .  •691 

Ginger  Creek . . .  At  the  confluence  with  Salt  Creek .  •SSS 

About  300  feet  upstream  of  Jorie  Boulevard . . . . . •664 

Just  downstream  of  Robert  Kingery  Highway . . '667 

Upstream  of  the  dam  located  west  of  Brianraod  Central  Street .  ‘670 

Approximately  200  feet  upstream  of  Regent  Drive ^671 

Just  downstream  of  Midwest  Road . .  •680 

,  At  the  corporate  limits  downstream  of  Baybrook  Larie _ _ _ ....  ‘699 

About  700  feet  upstream  of  Baybrook  Lane,  east  of  Ochinvar  Lane _  •TOO 

Just  north  of  Oak  Brook  Road . . . .  •TOO 

Salt  Creek . . .  At  eastern  corporate  NmiL  just  upstream  of  Interstate  294.......... _ ^642 

About  100  feet  upstream  of  York  Road . .  •646 

Approximately  130  feet  upstream  of  Oak  Brook  Road ‘666 

Just  upstream  of  Roosevelt  Road .  •BOS 

Spring  Road  Tributary . . .  Mouth  at  Salt  Creek. .  •661 

At  the  corporate  limits  located  just  downstream  of  Robert  Kingery  •668 
Highway. 

Just  upstream  of  Midwest  Road . . . . - . . .  ‘699 

Maps  availeble  tar  inspection  at  the  Village  Cterk’s  Office,  Oak  Brook  Vilfege  HaM.  1200  Oak  Brook  Road,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521. 
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Final  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations  —Continued 


City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


#Depth  in 
V  feet  above 
ground. 
•Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Illinois . - .  (C),  Oakbrook  Terrace,  Du  Page  Spring  Road  Tributary . . .  Just  upstream  of  Robert  Kingery  Highway . . - 

County  (Docket  No.  FEMA  Just  upstream  of  Hodges  Road . . 

5816).  About  1,250  feet  upstream  of  Karban  Road  _ _ 

Just  upstream  of  Karban  Road . . 

Just  upstream  of  Eisenhower  Road . . . . . 

About  650  feet  upstream  of  Eisenhower  Road . 

Salt  Creek  . .  About  1,255  feet' downstream  of  Roosevelt  Road 

Just  upstream  of  Roosevelt  Road . . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Clerk’s  Office,  Oakbrook  Terrace,  Village  HaH,  17  W.  275  Butterfield  Road,  Villa  Park,  Illinois  60181. 


Illinois .  (V),  Valley  City,  Pike  County  Ittinois  River . 

.  (Do^et  No.  FEMA  5818). 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Valley  City  Village  Hall,  Route  2,  Griggsville,  Illinois  62340, 


Ittinois  River .  Within  the  corporate  limits.. 


(C),  Fairfield,  Jefferson  County 
(Docket  No.  FEMA  5825). 


Kaghaghee  Oeek . 


About  120  feet  downstream  of  Park  Avenue  at  downstream  corporate 
limits. 

About  2,640  feet  upstream  of  Park  Avenue . 

About  140  feet  downstream  of  D  Street . 

About  100  feet  upstream  of  D  Street 
About  1,300  feet  upstream  ot  D  Street 
At  downstream  corporate  Kmit . 

Approximately  150  feet  upstream  of  confluence  of  Kaghaghee  Oeek.. 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  34 . 

Approximately  200  feet  downstream  of  the  Burlington  Northern  Rail¬ 
road. 

Approximately  1,100  feet  upstream  of  the  Burlington  Northern  Rail¬ 
road. 

Just  downstream  of  Salina  Road . . 

Just  upstream  of  Salina  Road 
Just  downstream  of  B  Street  -  - 
Just  upstream  of  B  Street 
Just  upstream  of  Main  Street 

Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  1 . 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  1 
At  upstream  corporate  Nrmts 


Mepe  available  lor  nspedion  at  City  HaH,  PXJ.  Box  850,  Fairfield,  Iowa  52556. 


(C).  Montrose,  Lee  County 
(Docket  No.  FEMA  5825). 


Mississippi  River. 
Horton  Creek . 


Horton  Creek  TrSnilaty.. 


Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  City  HaH.  Montrose,  Iowa  52609. 


{Q.  Wamego,  Pottawatomie 
County  (Docket  No.  FEMA 
5818). 


Kansas  River . . . 

East  Unnamed  Oeek . 


Within  corporate  fanils . . . . . . . 

About  1,200  feel  downstream  Second  Street.. 

Just  downstream  Second  Street . 

Just  upstream  Second  Street . 

About  1,940  feet  upstream  SecotKl  Street _ 

Mouth  at  Horton  Oeek . . 

Just  downstream  Sh  Street . . . 

Just  upstream  6fh  Steel..  _  . . 

Just  downstream  7lh  Skeet _ _ 


At  the  east  corporate  limit . . . . . . . . 

At  the  west  corporate  limit . 

At  the  downstream  corporate  limit,  downstream  of  the  Union  Pacific 
Railroad. 

Just  upstream  of  Eighth  Street . . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Pine  Street . . . . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  24 . . . . . . . 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits,  about  1,000  feet  upstream  of  Lilac 
Lane. 


Maps  avaitabie  for  inspection  at  the  City  HaH,  Wamego,  Kansas  66547. 


oky — . . Unincorporated  areas  of  Bed  CumbertarKf  River  .  Just  downstream  of  Lone  Jack  School  Bridge . 

County  (FEMA  5818).  Just  downstream  of  U.S.  119 . 

Just  upstream  of  Bridge  at  Calvin,  Kentucky . 

Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  2012 
Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  72 ... 

-  (xreasy  Creek . . .  Just  upstream  of  White  Church  Road . 

Fourmile  Oeek._ .  Immediately  west  of  the  junction  of  Unnamed  Road 

Mine  Road. 

Straight  Creek._._ . . .  Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  2013 . 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  221 . 

Left  Fork  Straight  Creek .  Just  upstream  of  Stale  Highway  2133 .... 

Yellow  Creek .  Just  upstream  of  State  Highways  188  and  516 . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  25E  (Wilderness  Road) . 

Williams  Branch.^ . .  Just  downstream  of  Confluence  of  Left  Fork  Williams 

Cranes  Creek — .  Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  188 . 

Brownies  Creek — . . .  Jusi  upstream  of  State  Highway  987  at  Oaks . 

Puckett  Oeek -  McFarland  Branch  Road  Extended _ _ _ 

Clear  Creek .  Just  upstream  State  Highway  190 . . . 

Little  Clear  Creek . . . . .  Just  downstream  State  Highway  190 . . . . 

Stony  Fork .  Just  downstream  State  Highway  74 . . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  County  Courthouse.  Courthouse  Square,  Pineville,  Kentucky  40977. 


and  Ldtwis  Ckial 
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Final  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


—  #Oepth  in 

feet  above 

Stale  City/town/county  Source  of  flooding  Location  .  ground. 

’Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Kentucky.— . . .  City  of  Sadieville.  Scott  County  Eagle  Creek— . .  Just  upstream  of  Spoon  Branch  Road .  *779 

(FEMA  5825).  Just  downstream  of  Corporate  Limits .  *779 

Just  upstream  of  Route  32 .  *781 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall.  Main  StreeL  Sadieville,  Kentucky  40370. 


Maryland . . . . .  Allegany  County  (Docket  No.  North  Branch  Potomac  River .  Chessie  System  bridge  at  North  Branch  (upstream) _  *585 

FEMA  5725).  Chessie  System  bridge  2.7  miles  downstream  of  Cumberland  corpo-  *602 

rate  limits  (upstream). 

Downstream  corporate  limits  of  Cumberland .  *604 

*  Chessie  System  bridge  4,200'  downstream  of  Ford  Avenue  (up-  *609 

stream). 

Ford  Avenue  (upstream) .  *612 

Chessie  System  bridge  2,800'  upstream  of  Ford  Avenue  (upstream) ....  *6t4 

*  Cumberland  Street  (downstream) .  *616 

Cumberland  Street  (upstream) .  *628 

Cumberland  corporate  limits  *633 

Celanese  Company  Weir  (upstream) .  *651 

U.S.  Route  220  (upstream)  *809 

Cromwell  Street  (upstream)  *930 

Evitts  Creek .  State  Route  51  (upstream)  *604 

Williams  Road  (upstream) . *617 

Cumberland  Country  Club  Drive  (downstream) . . . . .  *636 

Cumberland  Country  Club  Drive  (upstream) _ _ _ _ *640 

Christie  Road  (upstream) _ *649 

New  U.S.  Route  40  (upstream) . . .• _ _  *666 

Milter  Road  (upstream) . .  *708 

Mason  Road  crossing  just  downstream  of  confluence  of  Rocky  Gap  *741 

Run  (upstream). 

Mason  Road  crossing  2,200'  upstream  of  confluence  of  Rocky  Gap  *752 

Run  (upstream). 

County  boundary .  *781 

,  Wills  Oeek .  Downstream  county  boundary  (C^umberland  corporate  Nmits) _  *636 

U.S.  Route  40  (upstream) . *642 

Chessee  System  (upstream) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  *658 

Locust  Grove  Road  (dcafr>?tream) . . *659 

Locust  Grove  Road  (upstri'T-) . . . _.... _ _  *663 

Chessie  System  (uf ;_  *  ‘  ^) . . . . .  *665 

Chessie  System  (upstream) . *683 

Abandoned  conveyor  (upstream) _ _  *686 

Private  Road  (upstream) . . .  *691 

Private  Road,  1,160'  downstream  of  the  confluence  of  Jennings  Run  *706 

(downstream). 

Private  Road,  1,160'  downstream  of  the  confluence  of  Jennings  Run  *710 

(upstream). 

Confluence  of  Jennings  Run _ _ *712 

Braddock  Run .  State  Route  36  (upstream) _ *665 

Ok)  State  Route  36  (downstream) _ _ _ _ _  *667 

Old  State  Route  36  (upstream) . . . .  *672 

Private  Road  (upstream) . . — _  *700 

*  Rye  Street  (downstream) . . *738 

Rye  Street  (upstream)  *742 

U.S.  Route  40  (upstream) . *768 

Bridge  Street  (upstream) .  *781 

Oaklawn  Lane  (upstream) .  *865 

West  Street  (upstream)  — — .  *904 

Locust  Street  (upstream)  . - .  *926 

Vocke  Road  (upstream)  . —  ,  *964 

Culvert  lor  U.S.  Route  48  exit  ramp  (downstream) . .  *1,031 

^  Culvert  for  U.S.  Route  48  exit  ramp  (upstream) . *1.036 

U.S.  Route  40  (upstream) . *1,072 

Culvert  for  dovmstream  entrance  to  Lavale  Shopping  Center  (up-  *1,106 
stream  end). 

Culvert  for  upstream  entrance  to  Lavale  Shopping  Center  (down-  *1,107 
stream  end). 

Culvert  for  upstream  entrance  to  Lavale  Shopping  Center  (upstream  *1,112 
erxf). 

Private  Road  2,600'  upstream  of  culvert  for  Lavale  Shopping  Center  .*1.185 
(upstream). 

Private  Road  3,000'  upstream  of  culvert  for  Lavale  Shopping  Center  *1,193 
(upstream). 

Private  Road  5,800'  downstream  of  U.S.  Route  40  (upstrean^ _ _ _  *1,313 

U.S.  Route  40  (downstream) _ _  *1,483 

U.S.  Route  40  (upstream)....  _ _ _ _ — _  *1,487 

ClarysvHle  Road  (upstream).  . . .  *1.492 

Private  Drive  (upstream) _  _ _ _  *1,521 

Westbound  Lane  U.S.  Route  48 . . . . .  *1,532 

Eastbound  Land  U.S.  Route  48 - -  *1,536 

^  Culvert  for  abandoned  road  (downstream) - - - - - - -  *1,551 

Culvert  lor  abandoned  road  (upstream) . _ _ _  *1,576 

State  Route  55  (downstream) _ _ _ _  *1,577 

State  Route  55  (upstream) _ _ _ _ — *1,581 
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Final  Base  (100-Yaar)  Flood  Elavatlona— Continued 


itDepth  in 
(eet  above 

State  .  City/town/county  Source  of  Hooding  Location  ground. 

‘Elevation 
In  feet 
(NGVD) 


Dry  Run . - .  County  boundary  (Cumberland  corporate  Nmits) . .  *742 

Private  Drive  300'  upstream  of  county  boundary  (upstream)  *743 

Private  Drive  850'  upstream  of  county  boundary  (upstream)  *749 

Outlet  (or  culvert  Just  downstream  of  Private  Drive  3,350'  upstream  of  *776 
county  boundary. 

Private  Drive  3,350'  upstream  of  county  boundary  (upstream) _ _  *780 

Miller  Road  (upstream) . . . .  *798 

Valley  Road  (upstrrim) . .  *816 

Private  Road  1,575'  upstream  of  Valley  Road  (upstream) _ _  *843 

Private  Road  1,400'  downstream  of  the  second  crossing  of  Valley  *803 
Road  (upstream).  - 

Valley  Road  (upstream) . . .  *918 

Jermings  Run .  Confluence  with  Wills  CreeK .  *712 

Ctjessie  System  (upstream) . . . .  *714 

State  Route  36  (upstream) . . . . . . .  *720 

Chessie  System  (upstream).,.„„.„....„..„......................„„..„.„....._.„.„.._  *725 

Private  Road  (upstream). _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  *755 

Pord  Road  (upstream). _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  *772 

Cbessie  System  (upstream) _ *819 

Confluence  of  North  Branch . .  *980 

Private  Road  (upstream).......... . *982 

Woodcock  Hollow  Road  (upstream)......... _ .................................  *1,033 

Private  Road  (upstream) . .  *1,092 

State  Route  36  (upstream)  ................................................  *1,131 

Private  Road  (upstream) - - - ....  *1,166 

_  State  Route  36  (upstream) . . . . . . .  *1,176 

Columbia  Road  (upstream) . . .  *1,198 

Building  located  265'  downstream  of  Railroad  Street  crossing  (up-  *1,212 
stream  end). 

Building  located  75'  downstream  of  Railroad  Street  crossing  (up-  *1,215 
stream  end). 

'  Railroad  Street  (upstream) .  *1,217 

Chessie  System  (upstream) .  *1,218 

Chessie  System  bridge  located  320'  downstream  of  Slabtown  Road  *1,434 

(upstream). 

Slabtown  Road  (upstream)..... . . . *1,440 

Chessie  System  (upstream) . .  *1,453 

North  Branch . - . . .  State  Route  36  (upstrean^ _ ......................................  *982 

State  Route  47  (upstream) . . . . .  *1,004 

Warrior  Run..... . . . . .  Confluence  with  North  Branch  Potorrwc  River  ..........................  *651 

Chessie  System  (upst'eam).... . *657 

Chessie  System  siding  ^ipsbeam) . . . *658 

U.S.  Route  220— McMutIm  Highv^  (upstream).„...„...„... _ ......  *692 

Church  Driveway  (upstream) . *697 

State  Route  53— Warrior  Road  (upstream) _ _  *71 1 

Slate  Route  53— Warrior  Road— second  crossing  (upstream)  ........  *740 

Winchester  and  Cresaptown  Road  (downstream) _ _ ....  *743 

Winchester  Road  Creek ....... _ Confluence  with  Warrior  Run...— . . . *745 

Craddock  Road  (upstream) . . .  . .  *746 

.  Private  Road  (ups^am) . . . *772 

Private  Road  600'  downstream  of  Winchester  and  Cresaptown  Road  *767 
crossing  (upstream)- 

Winchester  and  Cresi^itown  Road  (upstream)— „  *795 

Winchester  6  Cresaptown  Road  (u^eam) . . . . .  *799 

Inlet  to  culvert  for  Private  Road  1,850'  upstream  of  Winchester  and  *638 
Cresaptown  Road  (upstream). 

Georges  Creek . . . .  County  boundary  (westernport  corporate  limits) .  *984 

Franklin  Road  (upstream) . . . .  *1,010 

Private  Road  (upstream)...  *1,013 

Chessie  System  (down^am)  . . i . .  *1,026 

Chessie  System  (upstream)  *1,033 

Chessie  System  (upstream)  . . .  *1,063 

Reynolds-Morrison  Road  (upstream) .  *1,133 

Confluence  of  Mill  Run .  .  *1,147 

Chessie  System  (downstream) .  *1,150 

Chessie  System  (upstream) .  *1,155 

Reynolds-Morrison  Road  (upstream) . *1^02 

County  boundary  (downstream  corporate  Hmits  of  Barton) _ _  *  1 ,228 

County  boundary  (upstream  corporate  limits  of  Barton) _ _  *  1 ,268 

Moscow  Mills  Road  (upstream) . *1,315 

State  Route  36  (downstream) . . . *1,321 

State  Route  36  (upstream)  . . *1,328 

Confluence  of  Laurel  Run . . . . . . . .............  *1,335 

State  Route  36  (upstream) _ _ _ _ _ _  *1,364 

Chessie  System  (upstream) .  *1,366 

Chessie  System  900'  downstream  ol  Lonaconing  corporate  limits  (up-  *1,465 
stream). 

(^unty  boundary  (downstream  corporate  limits  of  Lonaconing) . . .  *1,470 

County  boundary  (upstream  corporate  limits  of  Lonaconing) _ ....  *1,517 

State  Route  36  (upstream) .  *1 ,537 

Private  Drive  900'  downstream  of  Chessie  System  bridge  (upstream)...  *1,574 

Chessie  System  (downstream) . *1,581 

Chessie  System  (upstream) .  *1,584 

State  Route  36  (upstream) .  *1,588 
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Final  Base  (100>Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


HI  Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
•Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVO) 


State  Route  36  (downstream) _ _ _ _ _ 

State  Route  36  (upstream) _ . . . . . 

Chessie  System  (upstream) . . . . . 

(influence  of  EHdick  Run . . 

County  boundary  (downstream  corporate  limits  of  Midland) _ _ _ _ 

County  boundary  (upstream  corporate  limits  of  Midland)......- _ 

Chessie  System  (ut^eam) . . . 

Borden  Shaft  Road  (upstream) _ ....—. _ _ _ — . 

U.S.  Route  48  culvert  (downstream) ..._.. _ 

U.S.  Route  48  culvert  (upstream) _ _ _ _ 

Conflueix»  of  Sand  Spring  Run _ — ™— 

Welsh  HHI  Road  (upstream) . . 

Abandoned  railroad  bridge  (upstream) _ _ _ 

•  Unnamed  Road  (upstream) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Powells  Lane  (upstream) _ _ _ _ _ _ 

*  Warren  Glen  Road  (upstream) _ _ _ 

Grant  Street  (upstream) . . . . — _ — _ 

County  boundary  (Frostburg  corporate  limits) _ _ _ 

County  boundary  (Frostburg  corporate  limits) . . 

Jackson  Run„ . . .  C^nty  boundary  (Lonaconing  corporate  limits) . . 

Approximately  6,8(X)'  upstream  of  Lonaconing  corporate  limits...-™— 

Koont2  Run .  County  boundary  (Lonaconing  corporate  limits) . . 

Beechwood  Drive  (downstream) _ _ _ 

Beechwood  Drive  (upstream) . - . — _ — _ ...— _ _ 

HiURun . . .  Confluence  with  Georges  Creek . . — _ _ 

Chessie  System  (upstrc — ') . . . . . . . 

Uppercliff  Road  (ups'.,  im) . — _ 

Water  Station  Run  Road  (upstream).- . . . . — _ _ _ _ 

Downstream  end  of  abandoned  railroad  culvert _ !- 

Upstream  end  of  abandoned  railroad  culvert _ _ _ _ 

Neff  Run . . .  C^nty  bourxJary  (Midland  corporate  Hmits).-.™— ...— _ 

Paradise  Avenue  (upstream) . . „ _ ..._ . . 

Private  Drive  (ups’ “Ti) . — ™— .-. _ _ 

State  Route  36  (upstream) . — . . . 

Sand  Spring  Run . - .  Confluence  with  Georges  Oeek _ ....- _ 

Private  Road  (upstream) _ — _ _ _ _ 

Downstream  end  of  MkMothian  Road  culvert . . . . --. _ — 

Upstream  end  of  Midlothian  Road  culvert _ _ 

County  bourKfaiy  (Frostburg  corporate  limits) . . . . . 

County  boundary  (Frostburg  corporate  limits) _ 

\  Private  Road  (upstream) . . . . 

Wenks  Lane  (upstream) . . . . . 

County  boundary  (Frostburg  corporate  limits) _ ......... _ _ 

Fhntstotie  Creek—..————..  Confluerx^  with  Town  Oeek ....— _ _ _ _ _ - 

Farm  Lane  (downstream) _ _ _ — _ _ 

Farm  Lane  (ur‘^‘?.n.) . - . . 

Warm  Spring  Road  (upzl  ram) _ _ 

Old  National  Pike  (downstream) _ — _ 

Old  National  Pike  (upstream) . _ -... _ . 

U.S.  Route  40  (upstream) . . . - . . . 

Black  Valley  Ro^  (iii;:L'sam) . . . 

Unnamed  Road  1,400'  upstream  of  Black  Valley  Road  (downstream)... 

Unnamed  Road  1,400’  upstream  of  Black  Valley  Road  (upstream) . 

Unnamed  Road  3,(X)0'  upstream  of  Black  Valley  Road  (downstream)... 

Unnamed  Road  O.OfXV  upstream  of  Black  Valley  Road  (upstream) . 

Dickers  Trail  Road  (upstream) . . 

Dolly  Road  (downstream)  _ _ _ - 

Dolly  Road  (upstream) . . _ _ _ _ 

County  bouiidary  (State  Line) . 

Maps  available  at  the  Planning  and  Zoning  Office,  County  Office  Building,  3  Pershing  StreeL  Cumberland,  Maryland. 


Flintstone  Creek.,—— 


Falmouth  (Town),  Barnstable  Vineyard  Sound. 
County.  FEMA  5617. 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Town  Hall,  Town  Hall  Square,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts. 


The  area  just  north  of  the  intersection  of  Elm  Road  and  Conran,  east 
of  Oyster  PorKf. 

The  area  at  the  south  end  of  Bournes  Pond  Road . 

Intersection  of  Shorawood  Drive  and  Portside  Orcle,  east  of  Great 
Pond. 

Intersection  of  Bigelow  Street  arid  Gosnold  Road . 

Intersection  of  Old  Dock  Road  and  Bowline  Road,  east  of  West  Fal¬ 
mouth  Harbor. 

Intersection  of  Harbor  Road  and  (Srove  StreeL  east  of  Nyes  Neck _ - 


achusetts . .  (T),  Watertown,  Middlesex  County  Charles  River...-.-.- . —  At  downstream  corporate  limits . 

(Docket  No.  R  5387).  Just  downstream  of  Watertown  Dam  ... 

Just  upstream  of  Watertown  Dam . 

0.32  miie  upstream  of  Watertown  Dam 
0.2  mile  downstream  of  Bridge  Street.. 

Just  upstream  of  Bridge  Street . 

At  Betnis  Dam  remnants . 

Upstream  corporate  Nmits.... 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Town  Office.  Town  OeiK  Main  Street  Watertown,  Massachusetts  02172. 
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Pinal  Baae  (100-Yaer)  Flood  ElevoMons— Continued 


Oly/lown/counly 


Source  of  flooding 


itDepth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 
in  teet 
INGVD) 


Michigan _ ...»  (C),  Hastings.  Barry  County 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5818). 


Thomepple  River.„.....„»»..»..._..»_  Oownstraam  corporate  limits . 

Just  upstream  of  Broadway  Street 

Upstream  corporate  limits . 

Fall  Creek .  Mouth  at  Thorrtapple  River . ».... 

Just  upstream  of  Walnut  Street  .»„ 
Just  upstream  of  Clinton  Street ...». 
Just  upstream  of  Shriner  Street..... 
Upstream  corporate  limits . . 


Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  Hastings  City  Han,  102  S.  Broadway,  Hastings,  Michigan  49058. 


jan _  (C),  Muskegon  Heights,  Little  Black  Creek .  Mouth  at  Mona  Lake . 

Muskegon  County  (Docket  No.  Just  downstream  Summit  Street . 

FEMA  581 8).  About  200  feet  upstream  Summit  Street .. 

Just  downstream  Broadway  Avenue . 

Just  upstream  Broadway  Avenue . 

Upsbeam  corporate  limits . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Hail,  2724  Peck  StreeL  Muskegon  Heights,  Michigan  49444. 


Michigan _ _  (C).  Ptymouth,  Wayne  County 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5825). 


Tonquish  Creek .  Just  upstream  Ann  Arbor  Road . . . 

Just  upstream  Harding  Street . . .............................. 

Just  downstream  of  Sheldon  Road ................................... _ ...... — » 

South  Branch  Tonquish  Creek ......  At  mouth  at  Tonquish  Creek . . . . 

Just  upstream  Main  Street . . . 

Just  upstream  Harvey  Street . . . 

Just  dowrtstream  of  Sheldon  Road . . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall.  201  S.  Main  Street  Plymouth,  Michigan  48170. 


».  (C),  Slerting  Heights,  Macomb 
County  (Docket  No.  FEMA 
5825). 


Clinton  River Just  upstream  of  Hayes  Road . . 

About  200  feet  upstream  of  Kleino  Road . »._.»»........» 

About  250  feet  upstream  of  Earl  Memorial  Highway . ».... _ ..._»....» 

Just  downstream  of  Van  Dyke  Road . . 

Red  Run  Drain . - .  Just  downstream  of  Utica  Road _ _ 

Just  upstream  of  16  Mile  Road..- . . 

Just  downstream  of  14  Mile  Road _ - . . . ......................... 

Plum  Brook _ _ _ _ _  Jusi  upstream  of  Schoenherr  Road . . ..»..» _ »...—..». 

Just  upstream  of  Van  Dyke  Road . . . 

About  700  feet  upstream  of  Mound  Road.- . . 

Just  downstream  of  (solf  Course  Weir . - _ _ _ ......... ........ 

Just  upstream  of  19  Mile  Road . . 

Jusi  downsiream  of  Hall  Road . 

Gibson  Drain .  Moulh  al  Plum  Brook .  . . . 

Just  downstream  of  Dequtndre  Road . - . - . 

Chrissman  Drain..-.,.. . -....  Just  downstream  of  culvert 

Just  upstream  of  culvert..  _ — . 

Just  upstream  of  Mound  Road . 

Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  59 . - . - . ...... 

Chrissman  Drain  (Old  ChanneO _  Mouth  at  Plum  Brook . . 

At  divergence  from  Chrissman  Drain _ _ _ 

Chrissman  Drain .  At  confluence  with  Chrissman  Drain . . _ _ _ 

Overland  Flow  at  19  Mile  Road  _.  Just  upstream  of  19  Mile  Road . 

Big  Beaver  Creek.- .  Just  upstream  of  ConraU . - . . . - . . 

Just  downstream  of  (Tequindre  Road . _ _ - 

Spencer  Drain . . .  Mouth  at  Big  Beaver  Creek . .'. . _ .... 

Just  downstream  of  Dequindre  Road . . . ... 

Sterling  Relief  Drain . -..  Mouth  at  Red  Run  Drain . — ....... 

About  3,600  feet  upstream  of  Dodge  Park  Road  - . . - 

Shanahan  Drain .  Mouth  at  Big  Beaver  Creek . 

About  1,200  feet  upstream  of  16  Mile  Road-- . . 

Phiel  Drain .  Mouth  at  CHnton  River . — - 

Just  downstream  of  Dodge  Park  Road . — - 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Engineer’s  Office,  40555  Utica  Road,  Sterling  Heights,  Michigan  48078. 


Michigan 


(C),  Utica,  Macomb  County 
(Docket  No.  FEMA  5818). 


Just  downstream  of  Van  Dyke  Road.. 

Just  upstream  of  Hall  Road . 

Northern  corporate  limits . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Halt,  7550  Auburn  Road,  Utica,  Michigan  48087. 


Minnesota . - .  (C),  Lake  City,  Wabasha  County  Lake  Pepin  (Mississippi  River) .  Shoreline . 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5818).  Gilberl  Creek .  Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  81 . 

Just  upstream  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  Saint  Paul  and  Pacific  RaHroad . 

About  1,700  feel  upstream  of  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  Saint  Paul  and  Pa¬ 
cific  Railroad. 

About  1.0  mile  upstream  of  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  Saint  Paul  and  Paclf- 
,  ic  Railroad. 

About  1,100  feet  upstream  of  most  upstream  corporate  limit  crossing.. 

MHter  Creek . - . - .  Just  upstream  U.S.  Highway  61 . 

Just  upstream  County  Highway  9 . 

Just  upstream  Marion  Street . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Administrator’s  Office,  Oty  Hall,  205  West  Center  StreeL  Lake  City,  Minnesota  55041. 
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Fitul  Bat*  (100-Ytar)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


I^Depth  in 
feet  above 

Stale  City/town/county  Source  of  flooding  Location  ground. 

•Elevation 
in  leet 
(NGVD) 


About  200  leet  upstreat  confluence  of  North  Tributaiy  Two  Mile  Creek  *552 

At  western  corporate  Sr--^= . . . . . . . 

Monsanto  Sunswapt  Creek .  About  160  feet  upstream  GMen  Abbey . *527 

At  northern  corporate  Imils . *531 

Deer  Creek... . .  At  eastern  corporate  =— . *510 

Just  upstream  Urvlbergh  Boulevard . . .  *523 

Just  downstream  private  road . . . .  *524 

Just  upstream  private  road . . . ......  *526 

Just  downstream  of  Spoede  Road . . . *530 

■  At  western  corporate  limits . *541 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  10555  Clayton  Road,  Frontenac,  Missouri  63131. 


Missouri .  (C)  New  Haven.  FranMki  County  Missouri  River . 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5825). 

Maps  available  kx  inspection  at  City  HaH,  P.O.  Box  236,  New  Haven,  Missouri  63060. 


At  eastern  corporate 
At  western  corporate  limits.... 


*502 

*505 


New  Hampshire . . .  (C)  Manchester,  Hktsborough 

County  (Docket  No.  FEMA 
5025). 


Merrimaok  River.. 


Piscataquog  River. 


Great  Cohas  Brook . 


North  Channel  Piscataquog  River. 


•124 

•128 

Confluence  of  Piscataquog  River . 

•134 

*143 

*182 

*186 

*135 

*148 

•167 

*167 

Mouth  at  Merrimack  River . . . . 

•126 

*145 

*153 

*156 

2,800  feet  downstream  of  Boston  and  Maine  Railroad _ _ _ 

— 

•178 

*188 

*207 

•210 

*216 

*227 

*253 

*135 

Convergence  with  Piscataquog  River . . . . . 

*135 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Planning  Office,  City  Hall— 3rd  Floor,  908  Elm  Street,  Manchester,  New  Hampshire  03101. 


Ohio . — . . . . .  (Q  Akron  Summit  County  (Docket  Cuyahoga  River .  At  the  northern  corporate  limiL  (about  3,750  feet  downstream  of  Bath  *732 

No.  FEMA  5025).  Road). 

About  800  feet  upstream  of  the  Chessie  System  railroad  crossing.......  *740 

At  the  confluence  of  Mud  Brook . .  *744 

About  160  feet  upstream  of  Akron  Peninsula  Road .  *751 

About  5,650  feet  upstream  of  Akron  Peninsula  Road . .  *757 

Little  Cuyahoga  River _ _  Just  upstream  of  Memorial  Parkway . .  *775 

Just  upstream  of  Cuyahoga  Street . . . . . .  *81 1 

About  1,200  feet  upstream  of  Home  Avenue .  *936 

About  140  feet  downstream  of  Hazel  Street . .  *946 

Just  upstream  of  Hazel  StreeL . . .  *940 

About  500  feet  upstream  of  Bank  Street . . . . . .  *957 

Just  downstream  of  the  dam  near  Kent  Street _  *962 

Just  upstream  of  the  dam  near  Kent  Street _ _ _  *974 

About  100  feet  upstream  of  South  Case  Avenue . .  *980 

Just  upstream  of  the  weir  north  of  the  Goodyear  Plant . .  *986 

Just  downstream  of  the  dam  near  Kelly  Avenue  . . . . .  *992 

Just  upstream  of  the  dam  new  Kelly  Avenue . .  *1.000 

About  1,600  feet  upstream  of  SeibCHiing  StreeL  below  the  (tarn .  1,006 

At  the  confluence  of  Springfield  Lake  Outlet .  *1,009 

Hands  Lateral . . . .  At  the  confluence  with  Schocalog  Run . . *976 

At  *ie  confluence  of  Frank  Lateral . . . . . .  *977 

Frank  Lateral . . .  Just  upstream  of  Mud  Avenue . _ .....  *979 

Just  upstream  of  the  culverL  near  Auten  Drive . .  *985 

Just  upstream  of  Ohio  Edison  Drive . . . . . . .  *985 

Mud  Run - - — . —  At  the  southern  corporate  Imit  (about  780  feet  downstream  of  Swine-  *969 

hart  Road). 

About  1,500  feet  upstream  of  Morse  Street .  *973 

Ohio  and  Erie  Canal  (North  of  Just  downsfream  Cedar  Street . . ...... _ _ _ _  *967 

Summit  Lake).  Just  upstream  of  Bartges  Street . . . . .......  *968 

Just  upstream  of  South  Street . . . . . . . .  *968 

Ohio  and  Erie  Canal  (South  of  At  downstream  corporate  limits .  . *967 

Summit  Lake).  Just  downstream  of  Kertmore  Bouteverd. _ _ _ *968 

Roosevelt  Ditoh — .  Mouth  at  Littia  Cuyahoga  River . . *1,033 

Just  upstream  of  the  AkroiL  Canton  and  Youngstown  Railroad .  *1,041 

Just  upstream  of  (lilchrist  Road . . . .• . .  *1,050 

At  confluence  of  West  Branch  Roosevelt  Ditch _  *1.099 

About  250  leet  upstream  of  Eastwood  Avenue . . . .  *1,108 

West  Branch  Roosevelt  Ditch  —  About  200  feet  upstream  Eastwood  Avenue . . . .  *1,106 

Springfield  Lake  Outlet — _  At  confluence  with  Little  Cuyahoga  River _ _ _ _  *1  J)09 


About  400  feet  upstream  of  confluence  with  Little  Cuyahoga  River....  *1,010 

At  the  confluence  of  Haley’s  DHoh _ _ _ _ _  *1,015 

Just  upstream  of  Massdon  Road _ _ _ _ _  *1 ,024 
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Final  Base  (100-Year)  Hood  Elevations— Continued 


state 


City/town/county  Source  ot  flooding 


location 


lUDepth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 
in  feel 
(MG  VO) 


About  200  feet  upstream  oi  Wedgewood  Drive . .  *1.060 

About  500  feet  upstream  of  Triplett  Boutevafd—_~.~~».~-~- . .  *1,070 

At  the  southern  corporate  limits . . .  *1,071 

YeHow  Creek .  Within  corporate  llmifs . . . . .  *736 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hail,  Akron,  Ohio  44308. 


Ohio .  (V)  Boston  Heights,  Summit  Brandywine  Creek.~„« .  Approximately  600  feet  upstream  from  northern  corporate  limits  .... _  *971 

County  (Docket  No.  FEMA  Af^oximately  1,200  feet  downstream  from  Hines  HiU  Road...«»~. *975 

5825).  Just  downstream  from  Hines  HiU  Road . . . . .  *960 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Village  Clerk,  45  E.  Boston  Mills  Road,  Hudson,  Ohio  44236. 


Ohio. 


(C)  Cuyahoga  Falls,  Summit 
Cou^  (Docket  No.  FEMA 
5824). 


Cuyahoga  River . 

Mud  Brook. . . . 


Kelsey  Creek 


Western  corporate  limits  . . . . ....... 

Eastern  corporate  limits..,,.,,,,,. . . 

Downstream  corporate  limit .  . 

At  Bath  Road .  . 

Approximately  2,600  feet  upstream  from  Bath  Road..... 

At  the  mouth . . . 

Just  upstream  from  Munroe  Falls  Avenue . . 

Just  downstream  from  North  Moreland  Boulevard _ 

Just  upstream  from  North  Moreland  Boulevard _ 

Juet  downstream  from  Access  Road _ .......... _ 

Just  upstream  from  Access  Road .... _ _ _ _ _ 

Just  upstream  from  Howe  Road . . . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  City  Clerk,  2310  Secorx)  Streel  Cuyahoga  Falls,  Ohio  44221., 


*996 

*996 

*967 

*974 

'1.006 

'1.017 

'1,023 

'1,029 

'1,033 

'1.041 


Ohio .  (C)  Eastiake,  Lake  County  Chagrin  River, 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5825). 


Mouth  at  Lake  Erie . . . . . . .  *576 

About  1.0  mile  downstream  of  Lake  Shore  Boulevard _ _ _ ......  *577 

Approximately  0.3  mile  downstream  from  Lake  Shore  Boulevard .  *561 

Approximately  0.1  mile  downstream  from  Lake  Shore  Boulevard .  *583 

Approximately  0.7  mile  upstream  from  Lake  Shore  Boulevard .  *587 

Approximately  0.5  mile  downstream  from  Eastiake  easternmost  corpo-  *591 

rate  limiL 

Approximately  160  feet  downstream  from  Eastiake  easternmost  cor-  *594 
porate  limit 

At  shoreline,  within  corporate  limits . . . . . .  *576 


Lake  Erie _ _ _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall,  35150  Lake  Shore  Boulevard,  Eastiake,  Ohio  44094. 


Ohio .  (V)  Fredericktown,  Knox  County  North  Branch  Kokosing  River....  Approximately  750  feet  downstream  ot  Montgomery  Road _  *1,059 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5825).  Just  upstream  of  Mill  Street . . .... _ ...  *1.067 

Approximately  0.7  mite  upstream  of  corporate  limit . . . . ....... _  *1 ,070 

Maps  aveulabte  for  inspection  at  Village  Hall,  2  East  Sandusky  Street  Fredericktown,  Ohio  43019. 


Ohio . 


(V)  Glenwillow.  Cuyahoga  County  Tinkers  Creek . . . .  Just  upstream  of  Richmond  Road... . 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5824).  About  360  feet  upstream  of  Dam . 

Just  downstream  of  Pettibone  Road . 

At  Eastern  corporate  limits . . . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Village  ClerK  Village  Hall,  Glenwillow,  Ohio  44139. 


*931 

*941 

*945. 

*958 


Ohio .  (C)  Independence,  Ckiyahoga  Cuyahoga  River _ _ 

County  (Docket  No.  FEMA 
5825). 

Tributary  2 . . . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall.  6675  Brecksville  Road,  Independence,  Ohio  44131. 


At  downstream  corporate  limit . . 

Just  downstream  of  Chessie  System _ _ _ 

Just  upstream  of  Chessie  System _ ........ _ _ _ 

Just  downstream  of  Rockskte  Road. _ _ _ 

Just  upstream  of  Brecksville  Road... _ _ _ _ 

Just  downstream  of  Meadowbrook  Boulevard _ ...... _ 

Just  upstream  of  Elmwood  Park  entrance.. _ _ 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  77 . . . . 


*598 

*600 

*602 

•606 

*606 

*834 

*844 

*858 


Ohio. 


(C)  Marietta,  Washington  County  Cttiio  River . 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5825). 

Muskingum  River. 
Duck  Creek.......... 


Maps  available  for  in^rection  at  City  HaH,  301  Putnam  Street  Mariette,  Ohio  45750. 


Southwestern  corporate  Rmit..... . 

Southeastern  corporate  limit . . 

At  mouth . . . . . 

Northern  corporate  limit............ . 

At  mouth. . 

Northern  corporate  limit . 


*615 

*616 

*615 

*615 

*616 

*616 


Ohio . .  (V)  New  Miami,  Butler  County  Four  Mile  Creek . .  Confluence  with  Great  Miami  River . . .  *591 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5824).  About  200  Feet  upstream  of  corporate  lirrets . .  *600 

Great  Miami  River .  About  240  feet  downstream  of  southern  corporate  limits -  *591 

About  6.600  feet  upstream  of  Chessie  System  RaHroad _ _  *598 

Maps  avaHable  for  inspection  at  the  Village  HaH,  268  Whitaker  Avenue,  New  Miami,  Ohio  45011. 


(V)  Somerville,  Butler  County 
(Docket  No.  FEMA  5824). 


Sevenmile  Creek .  Southern  corporate  kmits.... . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Mill  StreeL.«...~ . . 

North^  corporate  limits _ _ 

Tributary  No.  1 .  Confluerxfe  with  Sevenmile  Creek..... . . 

Just  upstream  of  Mound  StreeL . . 

Just  downstream  of  Main  Street.. . . 

290  feet  upstream  of  East  Min  Street . . 

Norflieast  corporate  limits. . . . . 


Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  Village  HaH,  146  South  Main  Street,  Somerville.  Ohio  45064. 


*756 

*758 

*762 

*756 

*764 

*767 

*775 

*795 
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City/town/county 


Source  of  fkxxfirrg 


(l>Dep(h  In 
feet  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVO) 


(V)  Valley  View,  Cuyahoga 
County  (Docket  No.  FEMA 
5825). 


Cuyahoga  River.. 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Village  Hall,  6848  Hathaway  Drive,  Valley  View,  Ohio  44125. 


At  downstream  corporate  Rmit . . 

Just  downstream  of  Hillside  Road . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Hillside  Hoad . 

Just  downstream  of  Alexander  Road . 

Mouth  at  Cuyahoga  River . 

About  9,950  feet  upstream  of  mouth  at  Cuyahoga  River., 


Otko .  (V)  Walton  Hills  (^ahoga  County  Tinkers  Creek .  At  corporate  limits . . 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5824).  About  80  feet  downstream  Dunham  Road . . . 

About  60  feet  upstream  Dunham  Road . . . . 

Tributary  No.  1 .  About  80  feet  downstream  Egbert  Road . 

Just  downstream  Egbert  Road . 

About  50  feet  upstream  Walton  Road... 

About  1400  feet  upstream  Walton  Road 
About  1800  feet  upstream  Walton  Road 

Sagamore  Creek .  About  240  feet  downstream  Bike  Trail.. 

About  200  feet  downstream  Bike  Trad.. 

About  1120  feet  downstream  Sagamore  Road . 

About  760  feet  downstream  Sagamore  Road . 

At  Sagamore  Road . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Village  Clerk,  7579  Walton  Road,  Walton  Hills,  Ohio  44146. 


Ohio .  (Uninc.)  Washinglon  County 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  5625). 


West  Fork  Duck  Oeek ......... _ ...  About  3200  feet  downstream  of  unnamed  bridge,  northwest  of  Elba .... 

About  500  feet  upstream  of  unnamed  bridge,  northwest  of  Elba . 

Downstream  corporate  limits  of  Macksburg . 

Just  upstream  of  Broad  Street  in  Macksburg . . 

Upstream  corporate  limits  of  Macksburg _ _ _ 

LfMIe  Hocking  River . .  Just  downstream  of  State  Route  339 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

About  100  feet  downstream  of  Township  Route  289 . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Township  Route  289 . . . 

East  Fork  Oick  Creek _ ...........  Downstream  corporate  limits  of  Lower  Salem . 

Upstream  corporate  limits  of  Lower  Salem . 

Duok  Creek .  Mouth  at  Marietta . . . 

Upstream  Marietta  corporate  limits . . 

Muskingum  River .  Just  upstream  of  Marietta  corporate  limits . 

Downstream  corporate  limit  of  Lowell,  Ohio . . 

Just  downstream  of  the  Lowell  Lock  and  Dam  No.  3 . . 

Downstream  corporate  limit  of  Beverly,  Ohio . . 

Just  downstream  of  the  Beverly  lock  and  Dam  No.  4 . . . 

About  4  milee  downstream  of  Look  and  Dam  No.  9 . . . . 

About  3000  feet  downstream  of  Leek  and  Dam  No.  S...„ _ _ _ _ 

JuBt  upstream  of  Look  and  Dam  No.  S...„.__„-.. . . . 

Ohio  Hwer . . .  Downstream  county  boundary . . . . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Neal  Island . . . 

About  9  miles  downstream  of  St.  Mary’s  Bridge . . 

Just  upstream  of  St.  Mary's  Bridge  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Just  downstream  of  Grandview  Island _ _ _ _ _ 

Upstream  county  boundary . . . — 


Maps  avaflable  for  inspeedon  at  Washinglen  County  Ceurtieuee  Annee,  Marietta,  Ohio  46780. 


loma  - - - — Town  of  Grove,  Delaware  Counfy  Spring  Branch. . . . .  Just  opstream  of  Main  Street . . . . 

(FEMA  5825).  Just  upstream  of  Delaware  Avenue . . . . . . 

North  Tributary  to  Spring  Branch..  Just  dowrrstream  of  Madison  Avenue 
Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  City  Had.  104  West  3rd  Street  Gmve.  Oklahoma  74344. 


Oklahoma . . 


xna . . . .  of  Sulphur,  Murray  County  Rock  Creek . . .  Just  upstream  of  Oklahoma  State  Highway  7  (Broadway  Avenue) . 

(FEMA  5825).  Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  177  (West  1st  Street) . 

West  Tributary .  Approximately  150  feet  upstream  of  Oklahoma  Stale  Highway  7 

(Broadway  Avenue). 

Maps  available  lor  inepection  at  City  Manager's  Office,  City  HaM,  400  W.  Muskogee,  Sulphur,  Oklahoma  73086. 


Mount  Pleasant  Township,  Fishing  Creek.. 

Columbia  County  (Docket  No. 

FI-5600). 


Little  Fishing  Creek .. 


Appleman's  Run . 

Maps  available  at  the  Mount  Pleasant  Municipal  Building,  Bloomsburg,  Pennsylvania. 


Corporate  Limits  (Downstream) . 

Legislative  Route  239 . . . 

Backwater  area  (Upstream)  Interstate  Route  80  Culvert.. 

ConraM  (Upstream) . 

Legislative  Route  19026  (Upstream) . . . 

Corporate  Limits  (Upstream) . 

Legislative  Route  239  (Upstream) . 

Covered  Bridge  No.  69  (Upstream)  . . . . . ...... 

Township  Route  519  (Downstream) . . . 

Township  Route  519  (Upstream) . 

Legislative  Route  19058  (Upstream) . . . . 

Pennsylvania  State  Route  42  (Upstream) . . 

Conrad  (Upstream) . . . . . 

Corporate  Limits  (Upstream) . . . 

Corporate  Limits . . . . . . 


Penn  Township,  Perry  County 
(Docket  No.  FI-S724). 


Susquehanna  River.. 


Downstream  Corporate  LimMs _ 

T-518  (extended) . . . 

Confluence  of  Cove  Creek . . . 

Confluence  of  Sherman  Creek . 

Ckxifkjence  of  Little  Juniata  Oeek .. 
Upstream  Corporate  Limits.- . 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
•Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Juniata  Rivet _ _  State  Route  274  (Upstream) . . . . . . 

U..SRoutes11/15 . . . . 

Upstream  Corporate  Umits . . 

Uttte  Jurtiata  Creek  . . Confluence  with  Susquehanna  River . . 

Upstream  Borough/Township  Corporate  Limits . . 

Maps  are  available  at  the  Penn  Township  Municipal  Building.  Ouncannorv  Pennsylvania. 


•360 

•363 

•366 

•354 

•362 


_ City  of  Jacksonville,  Cherokee  Ragsdale  Creek .  Approximately  200  feet  upstream  of  Loop  Highway  456 _ 

County  (FEMA  5828).  Approximately  100  feet  downstream  of  Canada  Street _ _ 

At  Fort  Worth  Street  (O’Keefe  Road) . . 

Just  upstream  of  Beaumont  Street . . . . . . 

Ragsdale  Branch .  Just  upstream  of  Willow  Creek  Drive . . . . . . 

Approximately  120  feet  upstream  of  Burma  Road  (Downstream  Ooss- 
ing). 

Gum  Creek . .  At  southern  corporate  Nmits . . . . . 

Approximately  60  feet  upstream  of  Bridge  SiraeL.„„ _ _ 

Approximately  30  feet  upstream  of  Sunset  Avenue _ _ 

Approximately  150  feet  Downstream  of  Patton  Street _ 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Clerk's  Office,  301  East  Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box  1390,  JacksonvMe,  Texas  75766. 


•384 

•415 

•451 

•476 

•463 

•505 

•440 

•468 

•486 

•510 


Texas _ _  City  of  Nacogdoches,  Bonita  Creek . .  Just  downstream  of  South  Pecan  Street _ 

Nacogdoches  County  (FEMA  Just  upstream  of  Powers  Street _ 

5825).  Just  downstream  of  Southern  Pacific  R.R _ _ _ _ 

Bayou  La  Nana .  Approximately  250  feet  downstream  of  Butt  Street _ 

Starr  Avenue . . . 

Just  upstream  of  East  College  Street _ _ _ _ 

Just  downstream  of  East  Austin  Street _ _ _ 

Tnbutary  A .  Just  upstream  of  Press  Road . . . 

Approximately  250  feet  downstream  of  State  Highway  7 _ 

Tnbutary  B .  Just  upstream  of  South  Fredonia  Street . . 

Just  downstream  of  South  Street _ _ _ 

Just  upstream  of  South  Street _ _ _ 

Tributary  C .  FM  1638 . . . . . 

,  Approximately  100  feet  dowrrstream  of  DAM _ _ 

Approximately  175  feet  upstream  of  DAM _ _ - . . . 

Tributary  D .  Approximately  200  feet  upstream  of  FM  1275 . 

Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  FM  1878 . 

Egg  Nog  Branch .  Approximately  100  feet  downstream  of  FM  2259 . 

Just  upstream  of  FM  2239 . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Office  of  City  Inspector,  City  Hall,  212  East  Pilar  Street  Nacogdoches,  Texas  75961. 


•277 

•290 

•339 

•267 

•286 

•289 

•295 

•261 

•305 

•275 

•284 

•285 

•299 

•325 

•331 

*291 

•305 

•308 

•313 


Wells  Creek  Northwest .  Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  79 . . . . 

Just  downstream  of  the  northern  corporate  limits . . 

Wells  Creek  Tributary,  South .  Just  upstream  of  Highway  Loop  256 . . . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Old  Rusk  Road . 

Approximately  50  feet  downstream  of  East  Park  Avenue . 

Just  upstream  of  East  Park  Avenue _ _ _ _ 

Basset  Creek .  Just  downstream  of  Basset  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  Farm  to  Market  Road  2394 . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Gty  Secretary's  Office,  City  Hall,  504  North  (3ueen  Street,  Palestine,  Texas  75601. 


Commonwealth  of  Virgin  Islands....  Island  of  SI.  Croix,  FEMA-5813....  Gut  No.  1  (mouth  at  Sugar 

Beach). 

Gut  No.  2  (mouth  in  Christiansted 
at  Christiansted  Harbor). 

Gut  No.  3  (mouth  at  Gallows  Bay) 

Gut  No.  4  (mouth  at  Altona 
Lagoon). 

Gut  No.  5  (nrouth  at  (Triton 
Beach). 


Gut  No.  6 — Fredericksted 
Tributary  of  Gut  No.  6 . 


100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  the  third  bridge  upstream  from  the 
mouth. 

Intersection  of  gut  and  center  of  King  Street . 

Intersection  of  gut  and  center  of  Highway  66 . . . 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Highway  669 _ _ _ _ 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Highway  66 . . . 

150  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Highway  64 . 

Intersection  of  gut  and  center  of  Centerline  Road . 

150  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Oueen  Cross  Street  (Higiiway  70) .... 
Intersection  of  gut  and  center  of  the  upstream  crossing  of  Highway  70 
Intersection  of  gut  and  center  of  the  most  downstream  road  crossing.. 


City  of  Palestine.  Anderson 
County  (FEMA  5825). 


•396 

•421 

•395 

•405 

•406 

•417 

•333 

•347 


•38 

•49 

•19 

•67 

•29 

•69 

•109 

•21 

•103 

•16 
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#Oeptti  in 
feet  above 

State  City/town/oounty  Source  of  flooding  Location  ground. 

•Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Salt  River . . . .  Intersection  of  river  and  center  of  Highway  77 . . . 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  the  third  bridge  upstream  from  the 
mouth. 

Caribbean  Sea . .  Shoreline  of  Salt  River  Bay . - . . . . 

Shoreline  of  Great  Pond . . . . 


Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  Director  of  Banks  and  Insurance,  Office  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  St.  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands. 


Commonwealth  of  Virgin  Islands....  Island  of  SI.  John.  FEMA-5765 .  Atlantic  Ocean . 

Caribbean  Sea . 

Maps  available  at  the  Government  House,  Charlotte  Amalie,  St.  Thomas.  Virgin  Islands. 


Areas  adjacent  to  shoreline  surrounding  Hawksnest  Bay .. 
Areas  adjacent  to  shoreline  surrounding  Mennebeck  Bay. 

Areas  adjacent  to  shoreline  surrounding  Genti  Gay . 

Areas  adjacent  to  shoreline  surrounding  Round  Bay . . 


•23 

•90 

•5 

•6 


Washington . . .  Camas  (City)  Clark  County.  Columbia  River .  Intersection  of  river  and  center  of  State  Highway  14 .  •SI 

FEMA-5824.  On  Southeast  1 1th  Avenue  at  approximately  200  feet  east  of  its  inter-  •32 

section  with  Southeast  Polk  Street. 

Washougal  River .  600  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Northeast  3rd  Avenue . .  ^32 

Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  City  Hall.  616  NE.  4th  Avenue,  Camas,  Washington. 


(National  I-lood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
November  28,  1968),  as  amended:  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued;  September  5, 1980. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Fadera!  Insurance  Administrator. 

jFR  Doc.  BO-29223  Filed  9-19-80;  B;45  am| 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Ch.  1 

[Docket  No.  20481;  Petition  Notice  No.  PR- 
80-14] 

Petition  for  Rule  Making  of  General 
Aviation  Manufacturers  Association 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Publication  of  petition  for  rule 
making;  request  for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  By  letter  dated  June  16, 1980, 
the  General  Aviation  Manufacturers 
Association  petitioned  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  (FAA)  to 
permit  the  upper  limit  of  stall  warning 
speed  to  be  raised  above  the  speed 
presently  specified  in  §  23.207(c]. 

OATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  November  21, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
petition  in  duplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-204), 
Docket  No.  20481,  800  Independence 
Avenue  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591, 
or  deliver  in  duplicate  to:  Room  916,  800 
Independence  Avenue  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C,  20591.  All  comments 
must  be  marked  “Docket  No.  20481.” 
Comments  may  be  inspected  in  Room 
916  between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Raymond  E.  Ramakis,  Chief, 
Regulatory  Projects  Branch  (AVS-24}, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone  (202) 
755-8716. 

Comments  Invited 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  on  the  petition  for  rule 
making  as  they  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket 
number  or  petition  notice  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duphcate  to:  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 


Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket 
(AGC-204),  Docket  No.  20481,  800 
Independence  Avenue  S.W., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Administrator  before 
taking  action  on  the  petition  for  rule 
making.  Commenters  wishing  the  FAA 
to  acknowledge  receipt  of  their 
comments  submitted  in  response  to  this 
notice  must  submit  with  those  comments 
a  self-addressed,  stamped  postcard  on 
which  the  following  statement  is  made: 
"Comments  to  Docket  Number  20481.” 
The  postcard  will  be  date-time  stamped 
and  returned  to  the  commenter.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons.  A 
report  summarizing  each  substantive 
public  contact  with  FAA  personnel 
concerned  with  this  rule  making  will  be 
filed  in  the  docket. 

Background  Information 

On  June  16. 1980,  the  General  Aviation 
Manufacturers  Association  petitioned  in 
accordance  with  Part  11  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  amend  the  stall 
warning  requirements  of  §  23.207(c).  The 
petitioner  contends  that  the  present 
requirements  of  §  23.207(c)  prohibit  the 
manufacturer  from  providing  adequate 
stall  warnings,  in  some  situations,  for  all 
conditions  other  than  the  wings-level, 
power-off  stall.  The  petitioner’s  proposal 
will  allow  the  manufacturer  to  provide 
adequate  stall  warning  for  all  flight 
conditions,  including  power-on.  turning 
flight,  accelerated,  and  critical-engine- 
inoperative  stalls. 

Although  this  notice  sets  forth  the 
contents  of  the  petition  as  received  by 
the  FAA  without  changes,  it  should  be 
understood  that  its  publication  to 
receive  public  comment  is  in  accordance 
with  FAA  procedures  governing  the 
processing  of  petitions  for  rule  making. 

It  does  not  propose  a  regulatory  rule  for 
adoption,  represent  an  FAA  position,  or 
otherwise  commit  the  agency  on  the 
merits  of  the  petition.  The  FAA  intends 
to  proceed  to  consider  the  petition  under 
the  applicable  procedures  of  Part  11  and 
reach  a  conclusion  on  the  merits  of  the 
proposal  after  it  has  had  an  opportunity 
to  carefully  evaluate  it  in  light  of  the 
comments  received  and  other  relevant 
matters  presented.  If  the  FAA  concludes 
that  it  should  initiate  public  rulemaking 


action  on  the  petition,  appropriate 
rulemaking  action,  including  an 
evaluation  of  the  proposal,  will  be 
published. 

The  Petition 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  publishes  verbatim  for 
public  comment  the  following  petition 
for  rule  making  of  the  General  Aviation 
Manufacturers  Association  dated  June 

16. 1980. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  September 

12. 1980. 

Edward  P.  Faberman, 

Acting  Assistant  Chief  Counsel.  Regulations 
and  Enforcement  Division. 

General  Aviation  Manufacturers  Association 
Suite  517, 1025  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C,  20036,  (202)  296-6540. 
June  16. 1980. 

Mr.  Walter  S.  Luffsey 
Associate  Administrator  for  Aviation 
Standards  (AVS-2],  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C  20591. 

Dear.  Mr.  Luffsey:  In  accordance  with  FAR 
11.25,  the  General  Aviation  Manufacturers 
Association,  on  behalf  of  its  members,  hereby 
petitions  the  FAA  to  adopt  a  change  to  the 
stall  warning  requirements  of  FAR  23.207(c) 
to  provide  for  improved  stall  warning  for 
airplanes  certiHcated  under  Part  23. 

Summary:  It  is  GAMA's  belief  that  the 
present  requirements  of  FAR  23.207,  as 
interpreted,  effectively  prohibit  the 
manufacturer  from  providing  adequate  stall 
warnings  to  the  piloL  in  some  situations,  for 
all  conditions  other  than  the  wings  level 
power-off  stall.  This  proposal  will  allow  the 
manufacturer  to  provide  adequate  stall 
warning  for  all  flight  conditions,  including 
power-on,  turning  flight,  accelerated,  and 
critical  engine  inoperative  stalls. 

Background:  FAR  23.207,  with  respect  to 
the  margins  between  actual  stall  and  the 
beginning  of  the  warning,  reads  as  follows: 

“(c)  The  stall  warning  must  begin  at  a 
speed  exceeding  the  stalling  speed  by  a 
margin  of  not  less  than  5  knots,  but  not  more 
than  the  greater  of  10  knots  or  15  percent  of 
the  stalling  speed,  and  must  continue  until 
the  stall  occurs.” 

The  effect  of  this  requirement,  for  most 
general  aviation  aircraft,  is  to  limit  the  stall 
warning  to  no  more  than  10  knots  above  the 
particular  stall  speed.  However,  substantially 
more  than  10  knots  of  warning  may  be 
necessary  to  provide  an  adequate  margin  of 
safety  to  the  pilot  when  conducting  power-on, 
turning  flight,  accelerated  and  critical  engine 
inoperative  stalls.  These  conditions  of  stall 
may  place  the  stall  speed  well  below  the 
power-off  value,  resulting  in  inadequate  or  no 
warning,  if  power  is  reduced,  or  engine 
failure  occurs. 
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Detail  and  Recommendations:  In  modern, 
high  powered,  single  or  multiengine  aircraft, 
it  is  possible  for  the  power-on  stall  to  be  20  or 
more  knots  below  the  power-off  value  in  the 
same  configuration.  This  condition  is  usually 
associated  with  a  nose  high  attitude  in  which 
rapid  speed  deterioration  may  occur.  Power 
removal  (engine  failure  or  intentional),  at 
speeds  below  the  power-off  stall  speed,  could 
then  result  in  an  aircraft  stall  without  any 
stall  warning. 

Turning  flight  stalls  may  result  in  stall 
speeds  significantly  higher  or  lower  than 
level  flight  power-off  values.  It  may  be 
desirable  to  specially  consider  the  stall 
warning  for  this  condition. 

In  accelerated  stalls,  10  knots  of  warning 
may  be  inadequate  to  arrest  the  nose  up  pitch 
as  a  high  rate  of  stall  entry,  3  to  5  knots  per 
second  in  accordance  with  FAR  23.203(a)(2), 
will  allow  only  2  to  3  seconds  recovery  time 
to  arrest  the  impending  stall.  Accelerating  the 
aircraft  from  its  near  stall  condition  may 
require  a  signiHcant  reduction  in  the  angle  of 
attack  and  lowering  of  the  aircraft  nose. 

In  order  to  prevent  inadvertent  stalling,  it  is 
important  that  adequate  warning  be  provided 
so  that  a  pilot,  of  average  skill,  using  normal 
'  control  techniques,  may  avoid  a  stall. 

In  order  to  provide  this  adequate  warning, 
the  maximum  range  above  the  stall  should 
not  be  established,  by  rule,  as  an  absolute 
amount  or  a  percentage,  except  for  the 
power-off  stall.  This  value  should  be 
determined  by  the  manufacturer,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  FAA,  on  a  judgmental 
basis.  The  rule  should  follow  the  procedure 
called  for  in  FAA  Order  8110.7,  Engineering 
Test  Guide  for  Small  Aircraft,  a  procedure 
generally  concurred  in  by  all  manufacturers 
and  FAA  regions. 

Proposed  Regulation:  The  following 
proposal  incorporates  the  language  contained 
in  FAA  Order  8110.7. 

Insert,  at  the  end  of  section  23.207(c)  the 
following: 

23.207  Stall  Warning. 

•  «  *  *  * 

(c)  *  ‘  *  until  the  stall  occurs.  The  stall 
warning  margin  between  5  and  the  greater  of 
10  knots  or  15  percent  of  the  stall  speed  is 
applicable  when  the  speed  is  reduced  at  the 
rate  of  one  knot  per  second  with  power  off. 
Stall  warning  margin  in  other  configurations 
may  not  be  less  than  5  knots  above  the  stall 
or  above  a  speed  at  which  warning  would 
become  objectionable  in  the  normal  operating 
range. 

Renumber  Section  23.1587(a)(5)-(9)  as 
23.1587(a)(6)-(10)  and  insert  the  following 
new  paragraph  5: 

23.1587(a)(5).  The  indicated  speed  at  which 
stall  warning  occurs  and  the  nature  of  the 
warning  for  the  conditions  specified  in  23.201, 
23.203,  and  23.205. 

Conclusion:  The  GAMA  proposed 
regulation  maintains  the  current  stall 
requirement  with  power  off.  Other  stall 
configurations  will  require  warning  not  less 
than  5  knots  above  the  stall  nor  greater  than 
a  speed  at  which  the  warning  would  become 
objectionable. 

It  is  believed  that  this  change  will  increase 
safety  of  flight  by  giving  the  pilot  more 
warning  to  initiate  stall  recovery,  thus 
preventing  an  inadvertent  stall  or  inadvertent 
stall/spin  condition. 


Your  consideration  of  this  proposal  is 
appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Stanley ).  Green, 

Vice  President. 

|FR  Due.  aci-28979  Filed  9-19-80. 8  45  atn| 
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[Docket  No.  20394;  Petition  Notice  No.. 
PR-80-131 

Petition  for  Rulemaking  of  Hawkins  & 
Powers  Aviation,  Inc. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Publication  of  petition  for 
rulemaking;  request  for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  By  letter  dated  February  7, 
1980,  Mr.  Gene  A.  Powers,  Vice 
President,  Hawkins  &  Powers  Aviation, 
Inc.,  petitioned  the  FAA  to  amend 
Section  21.25(b)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (FAR)  to  include  carriage  of 
fresh  fish  as  a  special  purpose 
operation. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  November  21, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
petition  in  duplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn.:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-204), 
Docket  No.  20394,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W„  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Raymond  Ramakis,  Chief, 
Regulatory  Projects  Branch  (AVS-24), 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  600 
Independence  Aveniffe,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591:  telephone  (202) 
755-8716. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: . 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  on  the  petition  for  rule 
making  as  they  desire.  Comments 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket 
number  or  petition  notice  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to:  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket, 
AGC-204i  800  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  The 
Administrator  will  consider  all 
comments  received  on  or  before  the 
closing  date  for  comments  before  taking 
action  on  the  petition  for  rule  making. 
Interested  persons  may  examine  all 
comments  before  and  after  the  closing 
date  for  comments.  A  report 
summarizing  each  substantive  public 
contact  with  FAA  personnel  concerned 


with  this  rule  making  will  be  filed  in  the 
docket. 

Background  Information 

On  February  7, 1980,  Hawkins  and 
Powers  Aviation  submitted  a  petition  for 
rule  making,  in  accordance  with  Part  11 
of  the  FAR,  to  amend  §  21.25(b).  This 
petition  is  published  in  its  entirety  as 
part  of  this  notice. 

Section  21.25  defines  special  purpose 
operations  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a 
type  certificate  in  the  restricted 
category. 

The  petitioner  proposes  adding  the 
carriage  of  fresh  hsh  as  a  special 
purpose  operation. 

Although  this  notice  sets  forth  the 
contents  of  the  petition  as  received  by 
the  FAA  without  changes,  it  should  be 
understood  that  its  publication  to 
receive  public  comment  is  in  accordance 
with  FAA  procedures  governing  the 
processing  of  petitions  for  rule  making. 

It  does  not  propose  a  regulatory  rule  for 
adoption,  represent  an  FAA  position,  or 
otherwise  commit  the  agency  on  the 
merits  of  the  petition.  The  FAA  intends 
to  proceed  to  consider  the  petition  under 
the  applicable  procedures  of  Part  11  and 
to  reach  a  conclusion  on  the  merits  of 
the  proposal  after  it  has  had  an 
opportunity  to  evaluate  it  carefully  in 
light  of  the  comments  received  and  other 
relevant  matter  presented.  If  the  FAA 
concludes  that  it  should  initiate  public 
rulemaking  procedures  on  the  petition, 
appropriate  rulemaking  action,  including 
an  evaluation  of  the  proposal,  will  be 
published. 

The  Petition 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  publishes  verbatim  for 
public  comment  the  following  petition 
for  rule  making  of  Hawkins  &  Powers 
Aviation,  Inc.,  dated  February  7, 1980. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  September 
11. 1980. 

John  H.  Cassady  III, 

Acting  Assistant  Chief  Counsel,  Regulations 
and  Enforcement  Division. 

Hawkins  &  Powers  Aviation,  Inc. 

February  7, 1980. 

Federal  Aviation  Agency  AF0850.  800 
Independence  Ave.  SW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20591. 

Subject;  Petition  for  Rule  Change 

Dear  Sir:  We  request  a  change  be  made  to 
FAR  Part  21,  Paragraph  21.25  (b),  to  include 
carriage  of  fresh  fish  as  a  special  purpose. 

We  are  operators  of  our  own  type 
Certificated  C-119G-3E  Aircraft,  engaged 
primarily  in  Are  suppression  for  several 
government  agencies.  Our  area  of  operation 
is  the  Continental  U.S.  including  Alaska.  The 
proposed  rule  would  allow  increased 
utilization  of  our  equipment  thus  effecting 
several  operational  economies.  Participation 
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by  operators  of  Standard  Category  Aircraft 
has  been  noticably  lacking  in  the  5sh  haul 
business,  due  to  the  logistics  of  support  of 
their  equipment  in  a  remote  area,  llie 
geographic  area  most  aptly  served  by  aircraft 
to  haul  bsh  is  Southwest  Alaska.  Short 
seasons  and  widely  varying  success  in 
catching  of  fishes  also  diminish  the 
willingness  of  standard  category  operators  to 
expose  themselves  to  this  type  contractual 
work. 

The  public’s  interest  would  be  well  served 
by  the  proposed  rule.  A  large  portion  of  the 
catch  is  frozen  whole  on  board  ship  for 
processing  at  a  later  date  rather  than 
delivered  fresh  to  a  port  for  transport  to  a 
processing  facility.  The  palatability  of  hsh  is 
best  when  processed  without  delay. 

The  rule  change  would  create  a  market  for 
certain  military  transport  aircraft  to  be 
surplused  as  flying  rather  than  salvage. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Hawkins  &  Powers  Aviation,  Inc. 

Gene  A.  Powers, 

Vice  President. 

Summary  for  Publication  in  Federal  Register 
Proposed  Rule  Change 

Petitioner  proposes  FAR  Part  21.  Par  21.25 
(b)  be  chanjged  to  include  “carriage  of  fresh 
fish”  as  a  special  purpose  operation. 

The  proposed  change  is  of  great  economic 
interest  to  the  fishing  industry  and  the  public 
as  it  would  permit  use  of  restricted  category 
to  be  used  vvhere  standard  oategory  aircraft 
we  not  readily  available, 
pv  Doc.  so-aeseo  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am] 
eaXING  CODE  4910-13-« 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  18605/80-ASO>4] 

Proposed  Amendment:  Group  I 
Terminal  Control  Area,  Miami,  Fla.;  and 
Proposed  Establishment:  Group  II 
Terminal  Control  Area,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  As  part  of  a  comprehensive 
program  announced  on  December  27, 
1978,  in  the  FAA  Administrator’s  Plan 
for  Enhanced  Safety  of  flight  Operations 
in  the  National  Airspace  System,  the 
FAA  proposes  to  modify  the 
configuration  of  the  Group  I  Terminal 
Control  Area  (TCA)  at  Miami,  Fla.,  and 
establish  a  Group  II  TCA  at  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla.  Operations  in  the 
Miami  TCA  are  already  subject  to  the 
operating  and  equipment  rules  for 
operation  in  Group  I  TCAs  speciHed  in 
§  91.90(a)  of  Part  91  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations.  The  rules  include 
the  requirements  to  have  an  ATC 
clearance  to  operate  in  the  TCA 
airspace,  an  operable  VOR  or  TACAN 


receiver,  two-way  radio,  at  least  a 
private  pilot  certificate  and  a  Model  3/A 
4096  transponder  with  automatic 
pressure  altitude  reporting  capability. 
Operations  in  the  proposed  Fort 
Lauderdale  TCA  would  be  subject  to  the 
operating  and  equipment  rules  for 
operations  in  Group  II  TCAs  specified  in 
§  91.90(b)  of  Part  91  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations,  including  an  ATC 
clearance  to  operate  in  the  TCA 
airspace,  an  operable  VOR  or  TACAN 
receiver,  two-way  radio,  and  a 
transponder  to  operate  in  the  TCA. 
Neither  a  private  pilot’s  license  nor  an 
altitude  encoder  would  be  required 
while  operating  within  the  Fort 
Lauderdale  Group  II  TCA.  These  actions 
are  intended  to  increase  the  capability 
of  the  ATC  system  to  separate  all 
aircraft  in  the  terminal  airspace  around 
the  Miami  International  Airport,  Miami, 
Fla.,  and  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  Fort  Lauderdale, 
Fla.  They  are  based  on  data  indicating 
that  a  hi^  percentage  of  near  midair 
collisions  reported  to  the  FAA  in 
terminal  areas  involves  visual  flight 
rules  (VFR)  aircraft  that  are  not  required 
to  be  under  ATC  control.  The  objective 
of  this  proposal  is  to  substantially 
increase  safety  while  accommodating 
the  legitimate  concerns  of  airspace 
users. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  22, 1980. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Southern  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  18605/80- 
ASO-4,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30320. 

'The  docket  for  these  actions  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division,  FAA  Regional 
Headquarters,  Room  648, 3400  Whipple 
St.,  East  Point,  Ga.  30344,  or  at  the  FAA 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules 
Docket  (AGC-24),  Room  916,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Clifford  C.  Monteau,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
{ASO-530),  Southern  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320,  telephone: 
(404)  763-7866. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  such  written  data,  views 
or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  number  and  be 


submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Southern  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30320.  All  communications  received 
on  or  before  December  22, 1980  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
these  proposed  amendments.  'The 
proposals  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available  for  examination  in  both  the 
FAA  Regional  and  Headquarters  Rules 
Dockets. 

Commenters  wishing  to  have  the  FAA  - 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  conunents 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  with  those  comments  a  self- 
addressed,  stamped  postcard  on  which 
the  following  statement  is  made: 
“Comments  to  Docket  Number  18605/ 
80-ASC)-4,”  The  postcard  will  be  date/ 
time  stamped  and  returned  to  the 
conunenter. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20691,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  docket  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  whidi 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

Prior  Public  Participiation 

The  proposals  contained  in  this  notice 
were  preceded  with  broad  and  helpful 
public  participation  with  the  FAA  in 
considering  the  development  of  an 
airspace  description  for  a  TCA  that  is 
responsive  to  the  need  to  increase  safety 
and  to  the  needs  of  both  transient  and 
local  aircraft  operators  who  might  be 
affected.  Initially,  numerous  meetings 
were  held  with  known  local  groups  to 
receive  and  discuss  their  needs  and 
views  for  the  preliminary  TCA 
configuration.  After  those  local 
meetings,  tentative  TCA  configurations 
were  prepared  for  further  public 
discussion  at  subsequent  local  informal 
airspace  meetings.  An  extensive 
publicity  effort  was  made  to  invite  all 
interested  persons  to  participate  in 
various  meetings.  In  addition  to 
published  notices,  notice  was  given 
through  mailings  of  notices  to  hundreds 
of  persons  believed  to  have  an  interest 
in  the  proposal,  through  posting  of 
notices  in  airports,  and  through  press, 
radio,  and  TV  coverage.  As  a  result  of 
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those  meetings,  further  adjustments  to 
TCA  configurations  have  been  made 
and  are  reflected  in  the  configuration 
proposed  in  this  notice.  An  additional 
opportunity  for  public  participation  is 
provided  by  this  notice  to  ensure  full 
consideration  of  public  concerns  at 
every  stage  of  the  rulemaking  process. 
Based  on  the  public  participation  and 
other  available  data,  several  locations 
that  were  originally  included  among  the 
44  candidates  for  new  TCAs  have  been 
dropped  from  further  consideration. 
Other  locations  may  be  dropped  later  if, 
based  upon  available  information,  such 
action  is  found  appropriate. 

Background;  The  Need  for  Increased 
Positive  Control  in  Terminal  Airspace 

The  takeoff  and  landing  phases  of 
flight  result  in  the  concentration  of 
inflight  aircraft  in  a  relatively  limited 
volume  of  airspace  surrounding  an 
airport.  The  number  of  aircraft  per  unit 
volume  of  airspace  at  a  specific  instant 
in  time  is  a  function  of  the  number  of 
aircraft  using  that  airport  and  its 
proximity  to  one  or  more  adjacent 
airports  that  share  or  abut  that  airspace. 
As  air  traffic  activity  at  an  airport 
increases,  the  need  for  increasingly 
precise  control  of  aircraft  and  protection 
of  those  aircraft  from  unknown  aircraft 
becomes  essential  for  continued  safe 
operations.  The  FAA  has  deveolped  a 
specturm  of  air  traffic  procedures  which, 
when  coupled  with  precision 
navigational  aids,  airport  surveillance 
radar  facilities,  automated  radar  data 
processing  capability,  and  a  highly 
skilled  work  force,  forms  a 
comprehensive  system  to  provide  safe 
and  efficient  flight  operations  at  all 
controlled  airports. 

The  scope  of  services  range  from 
simple  suggested  airport  traffic  flows  at 
lowest  density  airports,  to  TCAs  which 
provide  positive  controlled  airspace  at 
the  busiest  airports.  Within  the  latter,  all 
aircraft  are  subject  to  specific  operating 
rules  and  avionics  equipment 
requirements. 

The  FAA  is  proposing  to  take  action 
to  extend  and  enhance  the  application 
of  those  proven  control  techniques  and 
hardware  subsystems  to  more  airports 
to  assure  greater  protection  of  air  traffic 
in  the  airspace  regions  most  commonly 
used  by  large,  passenger-carrying 
aircraft. 

An  analysis  of  the  need  for  extending 
the  ability  of  ATC  to  separate  visual 
flight  rules  (VFR)  aircraft  and 
instrument  flight  rules  (IFR)  aircraft  in 
terminal  airspace  is  contained  in  the 
Administrator’s  Plan  for  Enhanced 
Safety  of  Flight  Operations  in  the 
National  Airspace  which  announced 
FAA’s  intent  to  propose,  for  public 


comment,  establishment  of  44  new 
Group  II  TCAs,  and  the  vertical  and 
lateral  enlargement  of  the  21  previously 
established  TCAs.  These  proposals 
would  modify  the  conflguration  of  the 
Group  I  TCA  at  Miami,  Fla.,  and 
establish  a  Group  II  TCA  at  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla. 

Near  Midair  Collisions  in  Terminal 
Airspace 

The  FAA  experience  since  the 
establishment  of  mandatory  TCAs  and 
voluntary  Terminal  Radar  Service  Areas 
(TRSAs)  indicates  that,  in  terminal 
airspace,  ATC  control  of  VFR  aircraft 
reduces  the  potential  for  hazardous 
traffic  conflicts.  A  comparison  of 
periods  before  and  after  the 
establishment  of  TCAs  and  TRSAs  is 
instructive.  In  1968,  the  FAA  conducted 
an  extensive  study  of  near  midair 
collision  hazards  in  the  U.S.  airspace. 

The  results  of  that  study  were  published 
in  the  “Near  Midair  Collision  Report  of 
1968,"  July  1969.  A  major  portion  of  the 
report  was  devoted  to  the  collision 
potential  in  terminal  airspace.  For  the 
year  1968  (which  preceded  the 
establishment  of  TCAs),  the  report 
concluded  that,  for  the  airports  now 
served  by  TCAs.  there  were  271 
incidents  reported  as  “hazardous”  to 
flight.  In  response  to  that  study,  since 
1970,  22  TCAs  were  established.  For  the 
fiscal  years  1975, 1976,  and  1977,  there 
were  a  total  of  64  reported  near  midair 
collisions  (NMACs)  in  these  21  TCAs 
then  in  existence.  For  comparison 
purposes,  this  translates  into  an  average 
of  approximately  21  reported  incidents 
per  year,  under  TCA  requirements,  in 
contrast  with  the  271  incidents  for  the 
year  1968.  Those  figures  are  not 
conclusive  indicators  of  the  absolute 
numbers  of  hazardous  incidents,  but  are 
viewed  as  pointing  toward  the  critical 
relationship  between  the  absence  of 
control  all  aircraft  and  the  likelihood  of 
hazardous  traffic  conflicts  in  terminal 
airspace.  As  a  result  of  public 
comments,  in  response  to  Notice  No.  78- 
19  (44  FR  1322,  January  4, 1979), 
questioning  the  adequacy  of  FAA’s  near 
midair  collision  information,  a 
comprehensive  review  of  that 
information  has  been  undertaken. 

The  high  density  of  aircraft  and 
resultant  potential  for  traffic  conflicts  in 
the  terminal  airspace  surrounding  the 
Miami  International  Airport  and  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  is  apparent  from  an  analysis  of 
that  airspace.  The  Miami  International 
Airport  is  located  18  nautical  miles  (NM) 
south  of  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport.  Miami  'Terminal 
Radar  Approach  Control  (TRACON) 
recorded  703,718  instrument  operations 


in  the  12-month  period  ending  May  31, 
1979.  Fort  Lauderdale  Tower  recorded 
354,366  instrument  operations  during  the 
12-month  period  ending  April  30, 1979. 
’The  majority  of  aircraft  either  arrive  or 
depart  via  routes  northwest,  north,  and 
northeast  of  the  Miami  International 
Airport.  A  major  factor  of  complexity  is 
that  most  of  the  traffic  bound  for  Fort 
Lauderdale  and  Miami  International 
Airports  must  be  integrated  into  a 
common  traffic  flow  in  a  limited 
airspace  area  above  10,000  feet  at 
speeds  in  excess  of  300  knots.  The 
degree  of  complexity  is  further 
increased  by  the  proximity  of 
Homestead  AFB,  located  19  NM  south  of 
Miami  International  Airport.  That 
military  base  has  approximately  120 
based  F-4  aircraft  which  fly  an  average 
of  600  sorties  per  week.  Those  aircraft 
utilize  a  practice  area  located 
approximately  70  NM  northwest  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  'The  high 
performance  F-4  aircraft  must  also  mix 
with  traffic  operating  to  and  from  Miami 
and  Fort  Lauderdale  Airports, 

The  “Highest  Degree”  of  Air 
Transportation  Safety 

The  near  midair  collision  statistics 
cited  above  indicate  that,  for  all  classes 
of  users  of  terminal  airspace,  the 
furnishing  of  separation  service  by  ATC, 
in  addition  to  the  duty  of  pilots  to  see 
and  avoid  each  other,  can  result  in  a 
higher  level  of  air  traffic  safety.  For  the 
millions  of  air  carrier  passengers  who 
enter  and  leave  the  major  air  terminals 
each  year,  the  Congress  has  directed 
that  the  highest  feasible  degree  of  safety 
be  achieved.  The  continued  presence  of 
a  mix  of  ATC  controlled  aircraft  and 
uncontrolled  VFR  aircraft  can  interfere 
unnecessarily  with  this  high  safety 
objective. 

'The  congressional  mandate  is  clear 
with  respect  to  the  high  level  of  safety 
intended  for  passengers  in  air 
transportation.  Section  601  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  requires 
that  the  FAA  give  full  consideration  to 
the  duty  resting  on  air  carriers  to 
perform  their  services  with  the  “highest 
possible  degree  of  safety  in  the  public 
interest  *  *  This  Congressional 
concern  for  air  transportation  as  a 
distinct  class  to  be  protected,  was 
restated  in  the  Airline  Deregulation  Act 
of  1978  (Pub.  L.  95-504,  October  24. 1978) 
which  amended  Section  102  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  to 
emphasize  the  “dedication  of  the 
Congress  to  the  furtherance  of  the 
highest  degree  of  safety  in  air 
transportation  and  air  commerce,  and 
the  maintenance  of  the  safety  vigilance 
that  has  evolved  within  air 
transportation  and  air  commerce  and 
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has  come  to  be  expected  by  the 
traveling  and  shipping  public”  (49  U.S.C. 
1302(a]).  The  Airline  Deregulation  Act  of 
1978  also  directed  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  (“Secretary”)  to 
complete  a  thorough  review  of  the  safety 
regulations  applicable  to  air  carriers  in 
order  to  ensure  that  “all  classes  of  air 
carriers  are  providing  the  highest  level 
of  safe,  reliable  air  transportation  to  all 
the  communities  served  by  those  air 
carriers.”  The  Administrator  is  directed 
to  respond  to  the  Secretary’s  review  by 
promulgating  regulations  that  may  be 
needed  to  “maintain  the  highest 
standard  of  safe,  reliable  air 
transportation  in  the  United  States.”  The 
orderly  and  extensive  expansion  of 
positive  controlled  airspace,  including 
the  proposals  in  this  notice,  would 
ensure  that  the  systemwide  capability  of 
the  FAA  to  assure  separation  protection 
for  air  carrier  passengers  remains 
commensurate  with  the  encouragement 
and  growth  of  a  vigorous,  safe  and 
efficient  air  transportation  system  under 
the  New  Airline  Deregulation  Act  of 
1978. 

Building  on  Past  Programs 

While  the  TCA  actions  described 
herein  are  proposed  as  part  of  the 
Administrator’s  Plan  for  Enhanced 
Safety  of  Flight  Operations  in  the 
National  Airspace,  they  follow,  and  are 
logical  extensions  of,  programs  that  first 
gained  momentum  in  1962.  That  year, 
initiating  many  years  of  pilot 
participation  in  terminal  radar  service 
programs,  such  a  program  was 
established  at  Atlanta  to  solve 
communications  workload  problems  and 
assist  in  aircraft  sequencing.  This  was 
followed  by  a  similar  program  at 
Merced  Air  Force  Base,  Calif.,  in  1965. 
This  service  was  gradually  extended 
until  1970,  when  the  National  Terminal 
Radar  Program  signalled  a  major 
expansion  of  ATC  separation  service 
following  the  1968  near  midair  collision 
report  (discussed  above).  Beginning  with 
the  TRSA  at  Nashville,  a  total  of  86 
nonregulatory  TRSAs  covering  105 
airports  were  established  under  that 
program,  the  last  being  the  Peoria  TRSA 
in  1978.  The  safety  enhancement 
program  includes  the  proposed  addition 
of  80  new  TRSAs  in  phases  ending  in 
1983. 

In  addition  to  these  nonregulatory 
programs,  the  1970  National  Radar 
Program  initiated  the  regulatory 
development  of  TCAs,  also  in  response 
to  the  1968  near  midair  collision  report. 
The  TCA  concept,  as  a  regulatory  means 
of  providing  positive  control  in  terminal 
airspace,  was  added  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  in  Amendments 
71-6  and  91-78,  which  were  published  in 


the  Federal  Register  (35  FR  7782)  on  May 
21, 1970,  to  be  effective  on  June  25  of 
that  year.  Those  amendments,  which 
deHned  the  nature  and  operational 
aspects  of  TCAs,  followed  extensive 
public  comment  in  response  to  Notice 
No.  69-41,  issued  on  September  30, 1969, 
(34  FR  15252);  22  public  meetings;  and  a 
supplemental  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (Notice  No.  69-41B)  issued 
on  March  11, 1970,  (35  FR  4519).  That 
regulatory  history  led  to  the  issuance  of 
§  71.12  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  under  which  TCAs  are 
issued,  and  §  91.90  of  Part  91  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  which 
describes  the  equipment  and  operating 
rules  for  flying  in  a  TCA.  The  TCA 
actions  proposed  in  this  notice  are 
issued  under  §  71.12  and  incorporates, 
without  changing,  the  provisions  of 
§  91.90.  While  the  safety  enhancement 
plan  identified  44  new  locations  for 
possible  Group  II  TCAs,  the  legal  basis 
for,  and  description  of,  the  TCA  concept 
was  established  under  those  1970 
amendments  to  Parts  71  and  91.  That 
regulatory  concept  would  not  be 
changed  by  this  notice.  It  is  to  be  noted 
that  the  44  locations  were  only 
proposals.  Each  site  is  being  evaluated 
on  its  own  merits.  In  fact,  the  FAA’s 
analysis  to  date  has  led  to  dropping  the 
following  cities  from  the  original  list — 
Albany,  N.Y.;  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  El 
Paso,  Tex.;  Lihue,  Hawaii;  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  Tucson,  Ariz.; 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.;  Rochester,  N.Y.; 
Kahului,  Hawaii;  and  Louisville,  Ky.  The 
evaluation  is  continuing  with  the  very 
real  possibility  that  other  cities  may  be 
dropped,  even  before  the  issuance  of  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

National  Benefits 

The  Plan  for  Enhanced  Safety 
contains  an  analysis  of  the  safety 
increases,  in  terms  of  passengers 
protected,  that  were  expected  to  result 
from  the  establishment  of  the  44  new 
TCAs  originally  under  consideration. 
Eleven  of  those  proposed  sites  are  no 
longer  under  consideration  at  this  time. 
However,  if  all  of  those  TCAs  were 
established,  the  original  analysis 
indicates  that  the  percentage  of  air 
carrier  enplaned  passengers  protected 
by  mandatory  ATC  separation, 
compared  with  the  21  TCAs  in  existence 
in  January  1978,  would  rise  from  62 
percent  to  87  percent.  In  addition,  those 
TCAs  would  expand  the  protected 
commuter  passenger  enplanements  from 
38.5  percent  to  49.7  percent  (in  the 
contiguous  48  states).  While  those 
figures  have  been  reduced  because  of 
the  reduction  of  the  number  of  candidate 
sites,  the  increased  percentage  of 
passengers  protected  at  the  remaining 


locations  is  still  substantial.  This  is 
during  a  period  in  which  substantial 
increases  in  total  enplanements  are 
forecast  for  both  dasses  of  air 
transportation,  with  annual  air  carrier 
and  commuter  air  carrier  enplanements 
expected  to  exceed  418  million  and  14 
million,  respectively,  by  1989, 

Parallel  increases  are  also  expected 
for  general  aviation.  For  that  large  and 
expanding  class,  the  numbers  of  aircraft, 
and  the  total  operations,  are  forecast  to 
increase  by  more  than  60  percent 
between  1977  and  1989.  In  addition, 
manufacturing  trends  indicate  that 
increasing  proportions  of  the  general 
aviation  fleet  are  being  purchased  with 
equipment  intended  for  operation  in  the 
busy  terminal  airspace  in  which  the 
"mix”  of  controlled  and  uncontrolled 
aircraft  has  been  identified  as  a 
common  factor  in  reported  near  midair 
collisions. 

For  ail  classes  of  airspace  users, 
therefore,  the  establishment  of  new 
TCAs  and  the  extensive  expansion  of 
.existing  TCAs  at  the  remaining 
proposed  sites  would  significantly 
increase  the  ability  of  ATC  to  provide 
an  effective,  additional  margin  of  safety 
to  that  furnished  by  the  pilot’s  duty  to 
see  and  avoid  other  aircraft. 

Local  Benefits 

Modification  of  the  Miami,  Fla.,  Croup 
1  TCA,  as  proposed  in  this  notice,  would 
make  a  meaningful  contribution  to  the 
systemwide  increase  in  safety.  During 
the  12-month  period  ending  March  31, 
1979,  Miami  International  Airport 
enplaned  8,653,312  air  carrier 
passengers.  That  was  3  percent  of  the 
nationally  enplaned  air  carrier 
passengers  for  the  same  year.  The 
enplaned  air  carrier  passenger  total  for 
Miami  International  Airport  is  projected 
to  increase  beyond  12  million  by  1985. 
The  Miami  Tower  recorded  372,644 
aircraft  operations  for  the  12-month 
period  ending  May  31, 1979,  and  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation  projects 
that  figure  to  be  at  least  410,000  annual 
operations  by  1985. 

The  establishment  of  a  Group  11  TCA 
at  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  as  proposed  in 
this  notice,  would  also  make  a 
meaningful  contribution  to  the 
systemwide  increase  in  safety.  In  fiscal 
year  1978,  there  were  over  2*72  million 
air  carrier  passenger  enplanements  at 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport.  That  represented 
in  excess  of  1  percent  of  the  national 
enplaned  air  carrier  passengers.  In  the 
same  period,  there  were  over  359 
thousand  total  airport  operations  at  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International.  In 
the  next  5  years,  those  counts  are 
forecast  to  reach  over  4V^  million  air 
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carrier  passengers  and  400  thousand 
operations  according  to  the  terminal 
area  forecast  issued  by  the  FAA  in  June 
1978. 

Economic  Impacts 

The  FAA  is  committed  to  ensuring 
that  the  costs  of  modifying  the  Miami, 
Fla.,  Group  I TCA  and  establishing  the 
Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  Group  II  TCA  are 
considered  before  final  regulatory 
decisions  are  made.  Since  those  costs 
may  affect  other  TCA  proposals 
announced  in  the  plan  for  enhanced 
safety,  a  comprehensive  economic 
assessment,  covering  the  entire  program 
as  described  in  that  plan,  was  made 
available  to  those  in  attendance  at  the 
informal  airspace  meetings  held  on  June 

12. 1979,  at  Miami  Dade  Community 
College,  South  Campus,  liOll  S.W. 

104th  Street,  Miami,  Florida,  and  on  June 

13. 1979,  at  the  Florida  Department  of 
Transportation  Auditorium,  and  is  in  the 
Regional  and  Washington  dockets  for 
public  comment.  The  assessment 
includes  systemwide  assumptions 
concerning  the  impact  of  all  44  of  the 
originally  proposed  new  TCAs  and 
expansion  of  the  previously  established 
TCAs,  including  these  Miami  and  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla.,  TCA  proposals.  Since 
eleven  of  the  original  sites  are  no  longer 
under  current  consideration,  the  cost 
impact  systemwide  is  even  less  but  the 
underlying  assumptions  are  still  valid  as 
applied  to  the  remaining  candidate  sites. 
In  addition,  to  determine  whether  the 
general  assumptions  are  valid  for  the 
TCA  actions  proposed  by  this  notice,  a 
detailed  addendum  to  the  broad 
national  study  has  been  prepared.  That 
addendum  is  appended  to  the  national 
assessment  and  is  also  in  the  Regional 
and  Washington  dockets.  Public 
comment  on  those  economic 
assessments  is  invited. 

Environmental  Impacts 

In  a  manner  similar  to  that  described 
above  for  the  national  and  local 
economic  assessments,  an 
environmental  assessment  has  been 
prepared  which  addresses  the  overall 
national  environmental  effect  of  the  44 
originally  proposed  TCAs.  That 
assessment  addresses  the  aircraft  noise, 
aircraft  emissions,  and  fuel  consumption 
impacts  of  the  program  as  a  whole,  and 
concludes  that  those  impacts  would  not 
significantly  adversely  affect  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment.  That 
national'  assessment  was  also  made 
available  to  those  in  attendance  at  the 
June  12  and  June  13, 1979,  informal 
airspace  meetings  and  is  in  the  Regional 
and  Washington  dockets.  In  addition, 
like  the  economic  study,  that  program¬ 
wide  assessment  has  been 


supplemented  with  an  environmental 
assessment,  prepared  by  the  Regional 
office,  responding  to  the  site-specific 
impacts  of  the  Miami  and  Fort 
Lauderdale  TCA  proposals.  That  local 
assessment  is  in  both  dockets  for  public 
comment.  The  local  supplement  will 
assist  the  Administrator  in  evaluating 
local  and  national  environmental 
impacts  before  decisions  are  made 
concerning  the  proposed  TCAs.  Public 
comment  on  those  environmental 
assessments  is  invited. 

Airspace  Outside  the  United  States 

As  part  of  this  proposal  relates  to  the 
navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in 
consonance  with  the  International  Civil 
Aviation  Organization  (ICAO) 
International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices 
by  the  Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas 
outside  dojnestic  airspace  of  the  United 
States,  is  governed  by  Article  12  of,  and 
Annex  11  to,  the  Convention  on 
International  Civil  Aviation,  which 
pertain  to  the  establishment  of  air 
navigational  facilities  and  services 
necessary  to  promote  the  safe,  orderly, 
and  expeditious  flow  of  civil  air  traffic. 
Their  purpose  is  to  ensure  that  civil 
flying  on  international  air  routes  is 
carried  out  under  uniform  conditions 
designed  to  improve  the  safety  and 
efficiency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices  in  Annex  11 
apply  in  those  parts  of  the  airspace 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  a  contracting 
state,  derived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air 
traffic  services  are  provided  and  also 
whenever  a  contracting  state  accepts 
the  responsibility  for  providing  air 
traffic  services  over  high  seas  or  in 
airspace  of  undermined  sovereignty.  A 
contracting  state  accepting  that 
responsibility  may  apply  the 
International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices  to  civil  aircraft 
in  a  manner  consistent  with  that 
adopted  for  airspace  under  its  domestic 
jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil 
Aviation,  Chicago,  1944,  State  aircraft 
are  exempt  from  the  provisions  of 
Annex  11  and  its  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices.  As  a 
contracting  State,  the  United  States 
agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that  its  State 
aircraft  will  be  operated  in  international 
airspace  with  due  regard  for  the  safety 
of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part,  the 
designation  of  navigable>airspace 
outside  the  United  States,  the 


Administrator  has  consulted  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  10854. 

The  Proposed  Terminal  Control  Area 

The  airspace  description  for  the 
proposed  TCA  actions  in  this  notice 
were  developed  by  the  FAA  Southern 
Region  in  consultation  with  the  affected 
users  to  minimize  any  potential  adverse 
impact  of  these  proposals.  The  following 
are  brief  descriptions  of  the  informal 
airspace  meetings  held: 

Miami  On  June  12. 1979,  an  informal 
airspace  meeting  open  to  the  public  was 
held  at  the  Miami  International  Airport 
to  obtain  public  participation  in  the 
development  of  an  airspace  description 
responsive  to  the  needs  of  both  transient 
and  local  users  who  might  be  affected. 
Forty-eight  persons  attended  the 
meeting.  A  report  describing  that 
meeting  has  been  placed  in  the  Regional 
and  W'ashington  dockets  for  public 
review.  Public  comment  is  invited  on 
FAA’s  proposed  disposition  of 
comments  and  options  discussed  at  the 
informal  airspace  meeting.  The  rationale 
for  the  proposed  TCA  expansion  has 
been  discussed  previously  in  this  notice. 
This  TCA  modification  is  proposed  in 
order  to  accommodate  the  Fort 
Lauderdale  TCA  and  to  limit  the 
presence  of  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  that 
airspace  around  the  Miami  International 
Airport  and  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  in  which  the 
transport  of  passengers  by  air  carriers  is 
involved,  thereby  reducing  the  potential 
of  a  midair  collision  between  aircraft 
served  by  both  airports. 

Fort  Lauderdale  On  June  13, 1979,  an 
informal  airspace  meeting  open  to  the 
public  was  held  at  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  also  to 
obtain  public  participation  in  the 
development  of  an  airspace  description 
responsive  to  the  needs  of  both  transient 
and  local  users  who  might  be  affected. 
Twenty-seven  persons  attended  the 
meeting.  A  report  describing  that 
meeting  has  been  placed  in  the  Regional 
and  Washington  dockets  for  public 
review.  Public  comment  is  invited  on 
FAA’s  proposed  disposition  of 
comments  and  options  discussed  at  the 
informal  airspace  meeting.  There  was 
both  support  and  opposition  expressed 
at  the  meeting  about  the  FAA’s  intention 
to  propose  a  TCA  at  Fort  Lauderdale. 
The  rationale  for  the  proposal  to 
establish  additional  TCAs  has  been 
discussed  previously  in  this  notice.  This 
TCA  is  proposed  id  order  to  limit  the 
presence  of  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  that 
airspace  around  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  and 
Miami  International  Airport  in  which 
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the  transport  of  passengers  by  air 
carriers  is  involved,  thereby  reducing 
the  potential  of  a  midair  collision 
between  aircraft  served  by  both 
airports. 

The  FAA  is  considering  modification 
of  the  Miami  TCA  and  establishment  of 
a  Fort  Lauderdale  Group  11  TCA  under 
Part  71.  The  TCAs  are  described  in 
detail  below,  but  in  general  terms  Miami 
would  lie  within  the  southern  half  of  an 
oval  racetrack-like  configuration 
abutting  the  southern  boimdary  of  the 
proposed  Fort  Lauderdale  TCA  within 
an  approximate  radius  of  35  NM  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport  from  east 
clockwise  through  south.  It  would 
contain  3  climb/descent  corridors 
extending  outward  to  approximately  40 
NM.  The  upper  limit  would  be  12,500 
feet  MSL  with  “floors"  varying  from  the 
surface  to  10,000  feet  MSL  progressing 
outward  from  the  airport.  The  corridors 
extend  southeast,  southwest,  and 
northwest  from  the  airport.  The  design 
would  have  10  different  subdivisions 
and  is  conHgured  to  contain  the  flight 
paths  of  large,  turbine-powered  aircraft 
operating  to  and  from  Miami 
International  Airpmrt,  and  reflects 
consideration  of  both  military  and  civil 
training  facilities  in  the  area.  No  VFR 
corridor  through  the  TCA  is  provided  for 
the  reasons  discussed  later. 

The  proposed  Fort  Lauderdale  TCA 
lies  within  the  northern  half  of  an  oval 
racetrack-like  coongiuation,  abutting 
the  northern  boundary  of  the  Miami, 

Fla.,  TCA  within  a  radius  of 
approximately  35  NM  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  from  east  counterclockwise , 
through  north.  It  would  contain  a  climb/ 
descent  corridor  to  the  northwest 
extending  outward  to  45  NM.  The  upper 
limit  would  be  12,500  feet  MSL  with  the 
"floors”  varying  from  the  surface  to 
10,000  MSL  increasing  progessively 
outward  from  the  airport.  It  would 
contain  a  total  of  nine  different 
subdivisions  and  is  configured  to 
contain  the  flight  paths  of  large,  turbine- 
powered  aircraft  operating  to  and  from 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  plus  some 
additional  airspace  to  provide  added 
separation  to  other  users  close  to  the 
airport.  No  VFR  corridor  through  the 
proposed  TCA  is  provided  for  the 
reasons  discussed  later. 

The  proposed  Miami  TCA 
modification  incorporates  many  of  the 
comments  submitted  as  a  result  of  the 
informal  airspace  meeting  and  planning 
sessions.  (1)  The  TCA  floor  would  be 
raised  from  3,000  feet  to  5,000  feet  in  an 
area  north  and  west  of  the  Miami 
VORTAC  to  accommodate  aircraft 


training  activities.  The  lateral 
dimensions  of  that  area  would  be 
expanded  to  allow  for  greater  operating 
freedom  ajx)und  the  practice  area.  (2)  In 
an  effort  not  to  Impinge  upon  the  glider 
activity  southwest  of  Miami 
International  Airport,  the  southwest 
lateral  limit  would  be  relocated  from  a 
35  NM  radius  around  the  Miami 
International  Airport  to  a  line  which 
coincides  with  the  Biscayne  Bay 
VORTAC  262*  radial.  As  a  resiUt  of  that 
action,  all  known  gliderports  southwest 
of  Miami  International  Airport  would  be 
located  outside  the  lateral  limits  of  the 
Miami  TCA.  (3)  In  response  to  the  Air 
Force,  that  portion  of  the  TCA  south  of 
the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  262°  radial 
and  west  of  the  Homestead  TACAN 
180°  radial  would  be  removed  to  allow 
Air  Force  aircraft  to  operate  outside  of 
the  TCA  when  departing  or  arriving 
utilizing  visual  flight  rules.  (4)  An  area 
adjacent  to  and  east  of  Homestead  AFB 
was  developed  to  raise  the  preAdously 
designated  floor  from  5,000  to  7,000  feet. 
Again,  that  would  allow  more  freedom 
of  movement  while  operating  under 
visual  flight  rules  around  Homestead 
AFB.  (5)  The  western  TCA  boundary 
would  be  relocated  from  35  NM  radius 
to  the  25  NM  radius  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport.  That  would  allow 
aircraft  transiting  westbound  an 
opportunity  to  climb  earlier.  (6)  The 
airspace,  which  coincides  with  the 
departure  transition  areas  between  the 
30  NM  and  35  NM  radii  arcs  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  would  be 
raised  from  8,000  to  10,000  feet.  That 
would  provide  additional  airspace  for 
operations  outside  the  TCA  while 
lessening  .the  impact  upon  ongoing 
aeronautical  activity  in  the  Miami  area. 

The  proposed  Fort  Lauderdale  TCA 
configuration  incorporates  many  of  the 
comments  submitted  as  a  result  of  the 
informal  airspace  meeting  and  planning 
sessions.  (1)  In  an  area  west  of  the  Boca 
Raton  Airport,  the  floor  would  be  fixed 
at  5,000  feet  to  allow  aircraft  to  operate 
unencumbered  below  the  TCA  for  the 
express  purpose  of  practicing 
maneuvers  at  higher  altitudes.  (2)  The 
eastern  boundary  of  the  surface  area 
would  be  relocated  to  coincide  with  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  shoreline  in  order  to 
accommodate  offshore  banner  towing 
operations.  That  change  resulted  in  the 
development  of  an  area  east  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  with  a  floor  of  400  feet,  to  enable 
aircraft  towing  banners  to  continue  their 
operations  east  of  the  shoreline  and 
below  the  TCA.  (3)  A  TCA  floor  of  4,000 
feet  would  be  established  beginning 
approximately  2  NM  north  of  Fort 
Lauderdale  Executive  Airport  with  the 


southern  boundary  overlying  the 
Pompano  Canal  and  an  extension 
thereof.  That  would  allow  a  means  of 
ingress  and  egress  at  the  Fort 
Lauderdale  Executive  and  Pompana 
Airports  to  and  from  the  northwest, 
north  and  east  without  being  unduly 
compressed  below  the  proposed  TCA. 

(4)  The  TCA  floor  would  be  set  at  5,000 
feet  (rather  than  the  2,900  feet 
previously  considered)  in  an  area  north 
of  the  Miami  VORTAC  to  accommodate 
aircraft  training  activities.  The  lateral 
dimensions  of  that  area  would  be 
established  to  allow  for  greater 
operating  freedom  around  the  practice 
area.  (5)  To  accommodate  North  Perry 
Airport  activity,  the  southern  lateral 
limit  of  the  1,400  foot  area  west  of  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  would  be  repositioned 
approximately  2  NM  further  north  than 
previously  considered.  The  northern 
boundary  of  that  area  was  increased  so 
as  not  to  impinge  upon  flight  movements 
over  and  around  the  Praiz  Radio  Beacon 
below  2,900  feet.  That  reflects  two 
separate  changes  in  the  lateral 
dimensions — the  northeast  boimdary  of 
that  area  was  moved  in  this  proposal  to 
a  line  which  is  coincidental  to  the  Fort 
Lauderdale  VOR  310°  radial  and  the 
east/west  line  is  proposed  to  coincide 
with  an  extension  of  Oakland  Park 
Boulevard.  (6)  A  2,600  foot  area  was 
developed  northwest  of  Fort 
Laudei^ale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  encompassing  airspace  on  both 
sides  of  the  localizer  course.  (7)  After 
flight  checking  the  ILS  9L  approach,  the 
procedure’s  crossing  altitude  associated 
with  the  intermediate  crossing  fix  was 
raised  from  2,700  feet  to  3,000  feet.  That 
permits  raising  the  floor  from  2,600  to 
2,900  feet.  That  would  provide  more 
freedom  of  movement  between  the 
ceiling  of  an  alert  area  and  the  floor  of 
the  proposed  TCA  in  that  area.  (8)  All 
VOR  approaches  are  being  modified  to 
provide  VOR/DME  approaches  and 
thereby  allow  setting  the  TCA  floor  at 
1,400  feet  between  7  NM  and  11  NM 
west,  and  6  NM  and  10  NM  east,  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale  Airport. 

The  most  prevalent  recommendation 
from  the  public  for  both  TCA  proposals 
was  for  the  establishment  of  a  “VFR 
Corridor”  over  both  the  Miami 
International  and  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Arports. 
Those  recommendations  are  not 
proposed  to  be  adopted  for  several 
reasons.  Those  reasons  include  the 
generally  low  cloud  base  in  South 
Florida  which  would  render  such  a 
corridor  virtually  useless  above  3,000 
feet  MSL  during  most  of  the  year,  the 
firequency  of  convective  weather,  the 
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increases  in  perceived  aircraft  noise  on 
the  ground,  increased  fuel  consumption 
and  emissions  by  large,  turbine  powered 
aircraft  were  climb-out  delayed  to  avoid 
such  a  corridor,  and  the  increases  in  fuel 
consumption  when  large,  turbine 
powered  aircraft  would  be  required  to 
extend  their  flight  paths  to  fly  above  the 
corridor. 

An  alternate  recommendation  to  the 
“VFR  Corridor”  was  to  establish  a 
defined  nordi/ south  VFR  pathway  that 
would  avoid  Ae  TCAs  with  the  least 
adverse  impact  on  VFR  en  route 
operations.  The  establishment  of  a 
“South  Florida  VFR  Flyway"  between 
Pahokee  VORTC  and  Port  Largo  Airport 
is  being  pursued  in  a  nonrulemaking 
action  and  will  be  designated  in  the 
Airport/Facility  Directory  and  charted 
when  finalized. 

A  recurrent  recommendation  was  to 
extend  the  Miami  TCA  and  establish  the 
Fort  Lauderdale  TCA  by  using  only 
airspace  directly  east  and  west  of  both 
airports.  That  recommendation  is  not 
being  proposed  because  it  would  require 
all  large,  turbine  powered  aircraft  to  fly 
an  ad^Uonal  and  excessive  distance  in 
order  to  stay  within  the  confines  of  the 
TCAs  before  being  allowed  to  proceed 
on  course.  That  would  increase  aircraft 
fuel  consumption  and  delays,  as  well  as 
compromising  safety  by  placing  all  such 
aircraft  into  a  single  area.  ^ 

The  proposed  Miami  action  involves  a 
previously  established  Group  I  TCA; 
therefore,  the  requirements  of  §  91.90(a) 
already  apply  to  operations  within  the 
TCA  and  would  not  be  changed  by  this 
proposal.  The  requirements  include 
obtaining  authorization  fi:om  ATC  prior 
to  entering  the  TCA,  at  least  a  private 
pilot  certificate,  an  operable  VOR  or 
TACAN  receiver,  an  operable  two-way 
radio  and  a  Model  3/A  4096  transponder 
with  automatic  pressure  altitude 
reporting  capability.  Section  91.90(a) 
should  be  reviewed  for  the  details  of 
these  provisions. 

The  proposed  Fort  Lauderdale  action 
would  establish  a  Group  II  TCA, 
therefore,  the  requirements  of  §  91.90(b) 
would  apply  to  operations  within  the 
TCA.  Section  91.90(b)  requires  ATC 
authorization  prior  to  entering  the  TCA, 
two-way  radio  communications  within 
the  TCA,  and  the  requirement  that  large, 
turbine  powered  airplanes  remain  at  or 
above  the  designated  floors  of  the  TCA 
segments  while  operating  to  or  from  the 
primary  airport.  Aircraft  operating 
within  the  TCA  would  be  required  to  be 
equipped  with  a  VOR  or  TACAN 
receiver  (except  for  helicopters),  two- 
way  radio,  and  a  transponder.  An 
altitude  encoder  would  not  be  required. 
Section  91.90(b)  should  be  reviewed  for 
the  details  of  these  provisions. 


The  Proposed  Amendments 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  71)  as  republished  (45  FR 
662  and  669,  respectively)  as  follows: 

Subpart  K— Terminal  Control  Area 

§  71.401  [Amended]. 

1.  By  amending  §  71.401(a)  Miami, 

Fla.,  Terminal  Control  Area  to  read  as 
follows: 

***** 

(a)  Group  I,  Terminal  Control  Areas: 

***** 

Miami,  Fla.,  Terminal  Control  Area  Primary 
Airport 

Miami  International  Airport  (lat 
25*47'34"N.:  Long.  80°17'10"W.) 

Boundaries 

Area  A.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  the  surface  to  and  including  12,500  feet 
MSL  within  a  6-miIe  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport;  excluding  that  airspace 
north  of  Lat.  25*52'02"N.  (Northwest  103rd 
Street/49th  Street  in  the  City  of  Hialeah],  and 
that  airspace  within  and  underlying  Area  F. 

Area  B.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,400  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  a  10-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport;  excluding  that 
airspace  north  of  Lat.  25°52'02"N.,  that 
airspace  south  of  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC 
090°  and  270°  radials,  that  airspace  contained 
within  Area  A,  and  that  airspace  within  Area 
C  and  underlying  Area  C  below  2,000  feet 
MS. 

Area  C.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  2,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  an  area  bounded  on  the 
northeast  by  a  5-8tatute  mile  radius  arc  of  the 
New  Tamiami  Airport,  on  the  south  by  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  270°  radial,  and  on 
the  southwest  by  a  10-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport. 

Area  D.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  2,900  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  an  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  intersection  of  the  Miami 
VORTAC  270°  radial  and  the  20-mile  radius 
arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
east  along  the  Miami  VORTAC  270°/090° 
radials  to  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport, 
thence  clockwise  along  the  20-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  to  its  intersection  with  a 
line  tangent  to  both  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of 
the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  and  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
southwest  along  that  tangent  line  to  its 
intersection  with  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  to  the  Miami 
VORTAC  150°  radial,  thence  northwest  along 
the  Miami  VORTAC  150“  radial  to  the  15-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport, 
thence  clockwise  along  the  15-mile  radius  arc 


of  the  Miami  International  Airport  to  U.S. 
Route  1,  thence  northeast  along  U.S.  Route  1 
to  its  intersection  with  the  Biscayne  Bay 
VORTAC  270°  radial,  thence  west  along  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  270°  radial  to  the  20- 
mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International 
Airport,  thence  clockwise  along  the  20-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport 
to  point  of  beginning;  excluding  that  airspace 
contained  within  Areas  A,  B,  C,  F,  and  J. 

Area  E.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  5,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  the  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  where  the  Biscayne  Bay 
VORTAC  270°  radial  crosses  U.S,  Route  1, 
thence  southwest  along  U.S.  Route  1  to  its  , 
intersection  with  the  15-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  15-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport  to  the  Biscayne 
Bay  VORTAC  262°  radial,  thence  southwest 
along  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  262°  radial 
to  the  Miami  VORTAC  214°  radial,  thence 
northwest  along  a  line  direct  to  the  Miami 
VORTAC  230°  radial  25-mile  DME  fix,  thence 
northeast  along  the  Miami  VORTAC  230° 
radial  to  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport,  thence  clockwise  along 
the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport  to  the  Biscayne  Bay 
VORTAC  295°  radial,  thence  northwest  along 
the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  295°  radial  to  its 
intersection  with  a  line  tangent  to  both  the 
30-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International 
Airport  and  the  30-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport, 
thence  northeast  along  that  tangent  line  to 
the  Miami  VORTAC  326°  radial,  thence 
southeast  along  the  Miami  VORTAC  326° 
radial  to  its  intersection  with  an  extension  of 
Griffin  Road  (Lat.  26°03'10"N.,  Long. 
80°31'47"W.),  thence  east  along  this  extension 
of  Griffin  Road  to  U.S.  Route  27,  thence  south 
along  U.S.  Route  27  to  its  intersection  with 
the  Miami  VORTAC  090°  radial,  thence  east 
along  the  Miami  VORTAC  090°/270°  radial  to 
the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale  International  Airport  to  its 
intersection  with  a  line  tangent  to  both  the 
25-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  and  the  25- 
mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International 
Airport,  thence  southwest  along  that  tangent 
line  to  its  intersection  with  the  25-mile  radius 
arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport  to  the  Miami 
VORTAC  150°  radial,  thence  northwest  along 
the  Miami  VORTAC  150°  radial  to  the  20-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport, 
thence  clockwise  along  the  20-mile  radius  of 
the  Miami  International  Airport  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Route  1,  thence 
northeast  along  U.S.  Route  1  to  its 
intersection  with  the  15-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport;  excluding  that 
airspace  contained  within  Areas  A,  B,  C,  D,  F, 
and ). 

Area  F.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  bounded  on  the  east  by  a  6-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport 
and  bounded  on  the  west  by  the  shoreline  of 
Biscayne  Bay, 
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Area  G.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  8.000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  the  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  intersection  of  the  Biscayne 
Bay  VORTAC  295*  radial  and  a  line  tangent 
to  both  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport  and  the  35-mile  radius 
arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence  northeast  along 
that  tangent  line  to  the  Miami  VORTAC  326“ 
radial,  thence  southeast  along  the  Miami 
Vortac  326“  radial  to  its  intersection  with  an 
extension  of  Griffin  Road  (Lat.  26“03'10"N., 
Long.,  80“31'47"W.),  thence  east  along  this 
extension  of  Griffin  Road  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Route  27,  thence  south  along  U.S. 
Route  27  to  its  intersection  with  the  Miami 
VORTAC  090“  radial,  thence  east  along  the 
Miami  VORTAC  090“  radial,  to  the  35-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence  clockwise  along 
the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
International  Airport  to  its  intersection  with  a 
line  tangent  to  both  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of 
the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  and  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airpot,  thence  southwest 
along  that  tangent  line' to  the  35-mile  radius 
arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport  to  the 
Homestead  TACAN 180“  radial,  thence  north 
along  the  Homestead  TACAN  180“  radial  to 
the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport,  thence  clockwise  along 
the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Route  1,  thence  northeast  along  U.S. 
Route  1  to  its  intersection  with  the  15-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport 
thence  clockwise  along  the  15-mile  radius  arc 
to  the  Miami  International  Airport  to  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  262“  radial,  thence 
southwest  along  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC 
262*  radial  to  the  Miami  VORTAC  214“ 
radial,  thence  southwest  along  the  Miami 
VORTAC  214“  radial  to  the  35-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport  to  the  Miami 
VORTAC  230°  radial,  thence  northeast  along 
the  Miami  VORTAC  230“  radial  to  the  25-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport, 
thence  clockwise  along  the  25-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Miami  International  Airport  to  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  295“  radial,  thence 
northwest  along  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC 
295“  radial  to  point  of  beginning;  excluding 
that  airspace  contined  within  Areas  A,  B,  C, 
D.  E,  F,  H,  I,  and  J. 

Area  H.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  7,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  the  area  boimded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  intersection  of  the  20-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport 
and  the  Homestead  TACAN  180°  radial, 
thence  south  along  the  Homestead  TACAN 
180“  radial  to  the  30-miIe  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
counterclockwise  along  the  30-mile  radius  arc 
to  .its  intersection  with  a  line  tangent  to  both 
the  30-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport  and  the  30-miIe  radius 
arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence  northeast  along 
that  tangent  line  to  the  30-mile  radius  arc  of 


the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport,  thence  counterclockwise  along  the 
30-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  to  the 
Miami  VORTAC  090“  radial,  thence  west 
along  the  Miami  VORTAC  090“  radial  to  the 
25-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  to  its  intersection  with  a  line  tangent 
to  both  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport 
and  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport,  thence  southwest  along 
that  tangent  line  to  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of 
the  Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport  to  the  Miami 
VORTAC  150“  radial,  thence  northwest  along 
the  Miami  VORTAC  150“  radial  to  the  20-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport, 
thence  clockwise  along  the  20-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Miami  International  Airport  to  point  of 
beginning. 

Area  I.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  10,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  the  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  intersection  of  the  Biscayne 
Bay  VORTAC  307*  radial  and  a  line  tangent 
to  both  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport  and  the  35-mile  radius 
arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  on  the  northwest  side  of 
those  areas,  thence  northeast  along  that 
tangent  line  to  the  Miami  VORTAC  326“ 
radial,  thence  southeast  along  the  Miami 
VORTAC  326“  radial  to  its  intersection  with 
an  extension  of  Griffin  Road  (Lat. 

26“03'10"N..  Long.  80‘31'47"W.),  thence  east 
along  that  extension  of  Griffin  Road  to  U.S. 
Route  27,  thence  south  along  U.S.  Route  27  to 
the  Miami  VORTAC  090°  radial,  thence  east 
along  the  Miami  VORTAC  090“  radial  to  its 
intersection  with  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport,  thence  clockwise  along  the  35-mile 
radius  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  to  its  intersection  with  a 
line  tangent  to  the  33-mlle  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  and  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport  thence 
southwest  along  that  tangent  line  to  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  102“  radial,  thence 
southeast  along  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC 
102“  radial  to  the  34-miIe  radius  arc  of  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC,  thence  clockwise 
along  the  34-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Biscayne 
Bay  VORTAC  to  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC 
140“  radial,  thence  northwest  along  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  140“  radial  to  the  35- 
mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International 
Airport,  thence  clockwise  along  the  35'mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport 
to  the  Homestead  TACAN  180°  radial,  thence 
north  along  the  Homestead  TACAN  180“ 
radial  to  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport,  thence  clockwise  along 
the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
International  Airport  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Route  1,  thence  northeast  along  U.S. 
Route  1  to  its  intersection  with  the  15-mile 
radius  of  the  Miami  International  Airport, 
thence  clockwise  along  the  15-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Miami  International  Airport  to  the 


Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  262“  radial  thence 
southwest  along  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC 
262“  radial  to  the  Miami  VORTAC  214* 
radial,  thence  southwest  along  the  Miami 
VORTAC  214*  radial  to  the  39-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Miami  VORTAC,  thence  clockwise 
along  the  39-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami 
VORTAC  to  the  Miami  VORTAC  230°  radial 
thence  northeast  via  the  Miami  VORTAC 
230“  radial  to  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  t}\e 
Miami  International  Airport  to  the  Biscayne 
Bay  VORTAC  295“  radial  thence  northwest 
via  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  295“  radial  to 
the  50-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Biscayne  Bay 
VORTAC,  thence  clockwise  along  the  50-miIe 
radius  arc  of  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  to 
the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  307*  radial, 
thence  southeast  along  the  Biscayne  Bay 
VORTAC  307“  radial  to  point  of  beginning; 
excluding  that  airspace  contained  within 
Areas  A,  B,  G  D,  E,  F,  G,  H,  and  ]. 

Area  /.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,900  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  the  area  bounded  by  a  line 
begiiming  at  a  point  on  the  Miami  VORTAC 
130“  radial  and  the  10-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
counterclockwise  along  that  10-mile  radius 
arc  to  the  intersection  of  Northwest  103rd 
Street,  thence  east  along  Northwest  103rd 
Street  to  the  intersection  of  the  Miami 
VORTAC  130“  radial,  thence  northwest  along 
the  Miami  VORTAC  130“  radial  to  the  point 
of  beginning. 

§  71.401  [Amendedl 

2.  By  adding  a  new  Fort  Lauderdale, 
Fla.,  Terminal  Control  Area  to  read  as 
follows: 

*  *  •  «  ♦ 

(b)  Group  II,  Terminal  Control  Areas: 

***** 

Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  Terminal  Control  Area 
Primary  Airport 

Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  (Lat  26°04'03"N.;  Long.  80°09T1'W.) 

Boundaries 

Area  A.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  the  surface  to  and  including  12,500  feet 
MSL  within  the  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  southwest  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport 
where  the  7-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport 
crosses  the  3-statute  mile  radius  arc  of  the 
North  Perry  Airport,  thence  clockwise  along 
the  7-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  to  Sunrise 
Boulevard,  thence  east  along  Sunrise 
Boulevard  and  the  extended  centerline  of 
Sunrise  Boulevard  td  the  shoreline  of  the 
Atlantic  Ocean,  thence  southerly  along  the 
shoreline  to  the  extended  centerline  of 
Hollywood  Boulevard,  thence  west  along  the 
extended  centerline  of  Hollywood  Boulevard 
to  the  3-statute  mile  radius  arc  of  the  North 
Perry  Airport,  thence  counterclockwise  along 
the  3-statute  mile  radius  arc  of  the  North 
Perry  Airport  to  point  of  beginning. 

Area  B.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  400  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500  feet 
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MSL  within  the  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  where  the  extended 
centerline  of  Sunrise  Boulevard  crosses  the 
shoreline  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  thence  east 
along  the  extended  centerline  of  Sunrise 
Boulevard  to  the  6-mile  radius  arc  of  Fort- 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport, 
thence  clockwise  along  the  6-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  to  the  extended 
centerline  of  Hollywood  Boulevard,  thence 
west  along  the  extended  centerline  of 
Hollywood  Boulevard,  to  the  shoreline  of  the 
Atlantic  Ocean,  thence  north  generally  along 
the  shoreline  to  point  of  beginning. 

Area  C.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,400  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  two  areas — (1)  one  between 
the  6-mite  and  10-mile  radius  arcs  east  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport,  bounded  on  the  north  and  south  by 
the  extended  centerlines  of  Sunrise  and 
Hollywood  Boulevard,  respectively;  (2)  the 
other  between  the  7-mile  and  10-mile  radius 
arcs,  west  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  bounded  on  the  south 
by  Stirling  Road  and  on  the  north  by  a  line 
drawn  east  along  Oakland  Park  Boulevard 
from  the  11-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport 
to  the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC  310‘  radial, 
thence  southeast  along  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
VORTAC  310*  radial  to  the  intersection  of  the 
7-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  and  Sunrise 
Boulevard. 

Area  D.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  2,900  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  the  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  where  the  Miami 
VORTAC  090°  radial  crosses  U.S.  Route  27, 
thence  east  along  the  Miami  VORTAC  090° 
radial  to  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport 
thence  counterclockwise  along  the  20-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Holi)rwood 
International  Airport  to  its  intersection  with  a 
line  on  the  090°  bearing  from  the  point  where 
the  Pompano  Canal  ends  at  Lake  Santa 
Barbara/Lettuce  Lake,  thence  west  along  that 
line  to  the  Pompano  Canal,  thence  northwest 
and  west  along  the  Pompano  Canal  to  the 
Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC  310°  radial,  thence 
northwest  along  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
VORTAC  310°  radial  to  the  20-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  thence 
coimterclockwise  along  the  20-mile  radius  arc 
to  a  line  tangent  to  boA  the  20-mile  radius 
arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  and  the  20-mile  radius 
arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport  thence 
southwest  along  that  tangent  line  to  the 
Miami  VORTAC  326°  radial,  thence  southeast 
along  the  Miami  VORTAC  326°  radial  to  an 
extension  of  Griffrn  Road,  (Lat.  26°03'10"N., 
Long.  80°31’47"W.),  thence  east  along  this 
extension  of  Gri^  Road  to  U.S.  Route  27, 
thence  south  along  U.S.  Route  27  to  point  of 
beginning;  excluding  that  airspace  contained 
in  Areas  A,  B,  and  C. 

Area  E.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  5,000  MSL  to  and  including  12,500  feet 
MSL  within  three  areas — (1)  an  area  between 
the  20-mile  and  25-mile  radius  arcs  east  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale-Holljrwood  International 


Airport,  bounded  on  the  south  by  the  Miami 
VORTAC  090°  radial  and  on  the  north  by  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  025°  radial;  and  (2) 
an  area  between  the  15-mile  and  20-mire 
radius  arcs  north  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  bounded  on 
the  east  by  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  006° 
radial  and  on  the  west  by  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
VORTAC  310°  radial;  and  (3)  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  where 
the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC  310°  radial 
crosses  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport, 
thence  northwest  along  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
VORTAC  310°  radial  to  the  30-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence 
counterclockwise  along  the  30-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  to  a  line  tangent  to  both 
the  30-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  and  the  30- 
mile  radius  arc  of  the  Miami  International 
Airport,  thence  southwest  on  that  tangent 
line  to  the  Miami  VORTAC  326°  radial, 
thence  southeast  on  the  Miami  VORTAC  326° 
radial  to  a  line  tangent  to  both  the  20-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  and  the  20-mile  radius 
arc  of  the  Miami  International  Airport,  thence 
northeast  along  that  tangent  line  to  the  20- 
mile  radius  arc  of  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence  clockwise  along 
the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  to  point  of 
beginning. 

Area  F.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  7,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  an  area  boimded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  where  the  Miami 
VORTAC  090°  radial  crosses  the  25-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence  east  on  the 
Miami  VORTAC  090°  radial  to  the  30-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  thence 
counterclockwise  on  the  30-mile  radius  arc  of 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  to  the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC  310° 
radial,  thence  southeast  along  the  Fort 
Lauderdale  VORTAC  310°  radial  to  the  20- 
mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  thence 
clockwise  on  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport 
to  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  025°  radial, 
thence  northeast  along  the  Biscayne  Bay 
VORTAC  025*  radial  to  the  25-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence  clockwise  on 
the  25-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  to  point  of 
beginning. 

Area  G.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  10,000  feet  MSL  to  and  induing  12,500 
feet  MSL  within  two  areas — (1)  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  where 
the  Miami  VORTAC  326°  radial  crosses  the 
40-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
VORTAC,  thence  northwest  along  the  Miami 
VORTAC  326°  radial  to  the  48-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  48-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC,  310°  radial,  thence 
southeast  along  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
VORTAC  310°  radial  to  the  40-mile  radius  arc 


of  the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC,  thence 
counterclockwise  along  the  40-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC  to  point  of 
beginning;  and  (2)  an  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  where  the  Miami 
VORTAC  090°  radial  crosses  the  30-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence 
counterclockwise  along  the  30-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  to  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
VORTAC  310°  radial,  thence  northwest  on 
the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC  310°  radial  to 
the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  to  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  006° 
radial,  thence  north  along  the  Biscayne  Bay 
VORTAC  006°  radial  to  the  37-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence  clockwise  along 
the  37-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  to  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  025°  radial,  thence 
south  along  the  Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  025° 
radial  to  the  35-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  International  Airport, 
thence  clockwise  along  the  35-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  to  the  Miami  VORTAC 
090°  radial,  thence  west  along  the  Miami 
VORTAC  090°  radial  to  point  of  beginning. 

Area  H.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  8,000  feet  MSL  up  to  and  including 
12,500  feet  MSL  within  an  area  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  a  point  where  the  Fort 
Lauderdale  VORTAC  310°  radial  crosses  the 
30-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport,  thence 
northwest  on  the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC 
310°  radial  to  the  40-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC,  thence 
counterclockwise  along  the  40-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC  to  the  Miami 
VORTAC  326°  radial,  thence  southeast  along 
the  Miami  VORTAC  326°  radial  to  a  line 
tangent  to  both  the  30-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  and  the  30-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  thence  northeast 
on  that  tangent  line  to  the  30-mile  radius  arc 
of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport,  thence  clockwise  along 
the  30-mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport  to  point  of 
beginning. 

Area  I.  That  airspace  within  an  area 
extending  upward  from  4,000  feet  MSL  to  and 
including  12,500  feet  MSL  beginning  at  a  point 
on  the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC  310°  radial 
where  it  crosses  the  15-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport,  thence  clockwise  along  the  15-mile 
radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood 
International  Airport  to  the  Biscayne  Bay 
VORTAC  006°  radial,  thence  north  along  the 
Biscayne  Bay  VORTAC  006°  radial  to  the  20- 
mile  radius  arc  of  the  Fort  Lauderdale- 
Hollywood  International  Airport,  thence 
clockwise  along  the  20-mile  radius  arc  of  the 
Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  International 
Airport  to  a  line  on  a  090°  bearing  ^om  the 
point  where  the  Pompano  Canal  ends  at  Lake 
Santa  Barbara/Lettuce  Lake,  thence  west 
along  that  line  to  the  Pompano  Canal,  thence 
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northwest  and  west  along  the  Pompano 
Canal  to  the  Fort  Lauderdale  VORTAC  310“ 
radial,  thence  northwest  along  the  Fort 
Lauderdale  VORTAC  310“  radial  to  point  of 
beginning. 

(Secs.  307,  313(a),  and  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348, 1354(a),  and  1510); 
Executive  Order  10854  (24  FR  9565);  Sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  proposed  regulations 
which  are  not  significant  under  Executive 
Order  12044,  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034;  February  26, 1979).  However, 
establishment  of  this  termihal  control  area  in 
concert  with  the  proposed  establishment  or 
alteration  of  many  other  terminal  control 
areas  has  been  determined  to  be  signihcant. 
Therefore,  this  action  is  included  in  the  draft 
regulatory  evaluation  prepared  in  conjunction 
with  that  comprehensive  action.  Copies  of  the 
evaluation  are  in  the  Washington  and 
Regional  dockets,  and  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identified  above  under 
the  caption  “For  Further  Information 
Contact  .  ,  . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  September 
10, 1980. 

Ramon  A.  Alvarez, 

Acting  Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 

|fR  Doc.  80-289«9  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  ara) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  80-SO-55] 

Proposed  Designation  of  Transition 
Area,  Immokalee,  Fla. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  This  proposed  rule  will 
designate  the  Immokalee,  Florida, 
Transition  Area  and  will  lower  the  base 
of  controlled  airspace  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  Immokalee  Airport  from  1200  to  700 
feet  AGL.  A  standard  instrument 
approach  procedure  has  been  developed 
to  the  airport,  and  additional  controlled 
airspace  is  required  to  protect 
Instrument  Flight  Rule  (IFR)  operations. 
DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before:  November  10, 1980. 
address:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30320;  telephone:  404-763-7646. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Southern  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Attention: 

Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
November  10, 1980,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  public  contact  with 
FAA  personnel  concerned  with  this 
rulemaking  will  be  Bled  in  the  public, 
regulatory  docket. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notk«  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  to  designate  the 
Immokalee,  Florida,  700-foot  transition 
area.  This  action  will  provide  controlled 
airspace  protection  for  IFR  operations  at 
the  Immokalee  Airport.  A  standard 
instrument  approach  procedure,  VOR 
RWY  18,  to  the  airport,  utilizing  the 
LaBelle  VORTAC,  is  proposed  in 
conjunction  with  the  designation  of  the 
transition  area.  If  the  proposed 
designation  is  acceptable,  the  airport 
operating  status  will  be  changed  from 
VFR  to  IFR. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Subpart  G,  §  71.181  (45  FR  445),  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  71)  by  adding  the  following: 


Immokalee,  Florida 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  seven-mile 
radius  of  Immokalee  Airport  (Lat.  26°25'45"N.. 
Long.  81''24'00"W.) 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  and  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c))) 

Note. — ^The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  significant  imder  Executive 
Order  12044.  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034,  February  26, 1979).  Since  this 
regulatory  action  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current 
and  promote  safe  flight  operations,  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  September  12. 
1980. 

Louis ).  Cardinali, 

Director,  Southern  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29116  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  din| 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Part  1 

Minimum  Financial  and  Related 
Reporting  Requirements  for  Futures 
Commission  Merchants;  Extension  of 
Comment  Period 

agency:  Commodity  Futiu^s  Trading 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  extension  of 
comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  On  June  25, 1980,  the  Federal 
Register  published  the  Commission’s 
proposed  amendments  to  the  minimum 
financial  and  related  reporting 
requirements  for  futures  commission 
merchants  (“FCM"s)  (45  FR  42633).  The 
Commission  allowed  ninety  days  for 
comment  thereon,  and  the  comment 
period  will  expire  on  September  23, 

1980.  ‘ 

Requests  for  a  thirty-day  extension  of 
the  comment  period  have  been  made  by 
the  Securities  Industry  Association,  the 
Board  of  Trade  of  the  City  of  Chicago, 
the  Board  of  Trade  Clearing  Corporation 
and  the  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange. 
The  Commission  does  not  believe  that  a 
thirty-day  extension  is  warranted,  since 
the  ninety-day  comment  period 
originally  authorized  is  thirty  days 


'The  )une  25, 1980  release  incorrectly  listed 
August  25, 1980  as  the  close  of  the  comment  period. 
This  error  was  corrected  in  a  release  published  on 
)uly  2, 1980  (45  FR  44966). 
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longer  than  the  sixty-day  comment 
period  normally  provided  by  the 
Commission  for  proposed  rules.  Because 
the  Commission  wishes  to  be  certain 
that  all  parties  have  an  opportunity  to 
finalize  and  submit  their  comments,  it 
will,  however,  allow  an  additional 
fifteen  days  for  comment.  , 

DATE:  Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  all  comments  on  the 
Commission’s  proposed  amendments  to 
the  minimum  Financial  and  related 
reporting  requirements  for  FCMs  (45  FR 
42633,  June  25, 1980)  must  be  submitted 
by  October  8, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to: 
Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission.  2033  K  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20581.  Attention: 
Secretariat. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Daniel  A.  Driscoll,  Chief  Accountant, 
Division  of  Trading  and  Markets,  at  the 
address  listed  above.  Telephone:  (202) 
254-8955. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 
17, 1980. 

)ane  K.  Stuckey, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  e&-29192  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6351-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
26  CFR  Part  1 
lLR-133-761 

Income  Tax;  Common  Trust  Funds 

AGENCY:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  document  contains 
proposed  regulations  relating  to 
common  trust  funds.  Changes  to  the 
applicable  tax  law  were  made  by  the 
Tax  Reform  Act  of  1976  and  by  die  Act 
of  September  17, 1976.  These  regulations 
would  provide  the  public  with  the 
guidance  needed  to  comply  with  those 
Acts  and  would  affect  common  trust 
funds  and  their  participants. 

DATES:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  delivered  or 
mailed  by  November  21, 1980.  The 
amendments  conforming  to  sections  of 
the  Tax  Reform  Act  of  1976  are 
proposed  to  be  effective  for  taxable 
years  as  follows:  Section  1402(b)(1)  for 
taxable  years  beginning  in  1977;  section 
1402(b)(2)  for  taxable  years  beginning 
after  December  31, 1977;  section 
1901(b)(1)(G)  for  taxable  years 
beginning  after  December  31, 1976;  and 


sections  2131(d)  and  2138(a)  for  taxable 
years  ending  after  April  7, 1976,  and 
October  3, 1976,  respectively.  The 
amendments  conforming  to  the  Act  of 
September  17, 1978  are  proposed  to  be 
effective  for  taxable  years  beginning 
after  December  3^1975. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  to:  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue,  Attention;  CC:L.R;T 
(LR-133-76),  Washington,  D.C.  20224. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kent  J.  Schreiner  of  the  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Division,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Internal  Revenue  Service,  1111 
Constitution  Avenue.  NW.  Washington, 
D.C.  20224,  Attention;  CC:LR:T,  202-566- 
3289. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

This  document  contains  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Income  Tax 
Regulations  (26  CFR  Part  1)  under 
sections  584  and  6032  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954.  These 
amendments  are  proposed  to  conform 
those  regulations  to  sections  1  and  2  of 
Pub.  L.  94-^14  (90  Stat.  1273)  and 
sections  1402(b).  1901(b)(1)(G).  2131(d). 
and  2138(a)  of  the  Tax  Reform  Act  of 
1976  (90  Stat.  1732, 1790. 1924,  and  1932) 
and  are  to  be  issued  under  the  authority 
contained  in  section  7805  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (68A  Stat.  917;  26 
U.S.C.  7805). 

Explanation  of  Provisions 

The  Act  of  September  17, 1976, 
amended  Code  section  584  to  provide 
that  when  banks  become  members  of 
the  same  affiliate  group  (within  the 
meaning  of  Code  section  1504)  they  are. 
for  purposes  of  section  584,  to  be  treated 
as  one  bank  for  the  period  of  their 
affiliation.  The  proposed  regulations 
make  it  clear  that  banks,  which  are 
members  of  the  same  affiliated  group, 
may  contribute  to  common  trust  funds  of 
other  member  banks  without 
disqualifying  the  funds  as  common  trust 
funds. 

The  Tax  Reform  Act  of  1976  amended 
section  584  to  make  the  contribution  of 
property  to  a  common  trust  fund  a 
taxable  event.  In  addition,  it  extended 
common  trust  fund  treatment  to 
custodial  accounts  established  pmsuant 
to  a  State  law  that  is  substantially 
similar  to  the  Uniform  Gifts  to  Minors 
Act.  The  Act  also  repealed  an  obsolete 
portion  of  section  584  dealing  with 
partially  tax-exempt  interest  and 
amended  the  section  to  reflect  the  new 
holding  period  provisions  for 
determining  long-term  and  short-term 
capital  gains  and  losses  under  section 
1222.  The  proposed  regulations 


incorporate  these  changes  as  they  relate 
to  qualifications  for  common  trust  funds. 
Further,  the  proposed  regulations 
provide  rules  relaitng  to  the  treatment  of 
income  and  loss  items  realized  by  a 
common  trust  fund,  and  provide  for  the 
recognition  of  gain  or  loss  to 
participants  on  their  admission  to  or 
withdrawal  from  such  a  fund. 

Comments  and  Requests  for  a  Public 
Hearing 

Before  adopting  these  proposed 
regulations,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  any  written  comments  that  are 
submitted  (preferably  six  copies)  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue.  All 
comments  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  and  copying.  A  public 
hearing  will  be  held  upon  written 
request  to  the  Commissioner  by  any 
person  who  has  submitted  written 
comments.  If  a  public  hearing  is  held, 
notice  of  the  time  and  place  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  these 
proposed  regulations  is  Mr.  Kent ). 
Schreiner  of  the  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Division  of  the  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel,  Internal  Revenue 
Service.  However,  personnel  from  other 
offices  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 
and  Treasury  Department  participated 
in  developing  the  proposed  regulation, 
both  on  matters  of  substance  and  style. 

Proposed  Amendments  to  the 
Regulations 

The  proposed  amendments  to  26  CFR 
Part  1  are  as  follows: 

Paragraph  1.  Section  1.584-1  is 
amended  by  deleting  the  third  sentence 
of  paragraph  (a),  by  revising  paragraph 
(b),  and  by  adding  new  paragraph  (c). 
These  added  and  amended  provisions 
read  as  follows; 

§  1.584-1  Common  trust  funds. 
***** 

(b)  Conditions  for  qualification.  (1) 

For  a  fund  to  be  qualified  as  a  common 
trust  fund  it  must  be  maintained  by  a 
bank  (as  defined  in  section  581)  in 
conformity  with  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency,  exclusively  for  the  collective 
investment  and  reinvestment  of  moneys 
contributed  to  the  fund  by  the  bank,  "nie 
bank  may  either  act  alone  or  with  one  or 
more  other  fiduciaries,  but  it  must  act 
solely  in  its  capacity  as  one  or  a 
combination  of  the.following;  (i)  As  a 
trustee  of  a  trust  created  by  will,  deed, 
agreement,  declaration  of  trust,  or  order 
of  court;  (ii)  as  an  executor  of  a  will  or 
as  an  administrator  of  an  estate;  (iii)  as 
a  guardian  (by  whatever  name  known 
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under  local  law)  of  the  estate  of  an 
infant,  of  an  incompetent  individual,  or 
of  an  absent  individual:  or  (iv)  on  or 
after  October  3, 1976,  as  a  custodian  of  a 
Uniform  Gifts  to  Minors  account.  A 
Uniform  Gifts  to  Minors  account  is  an 
accoxmt  established  pursuant  to  a  State 
law  substantially  similar  to  the  Uniform 
Gifts  to  Minors  Act  of  1956  or  the 
Uniform  Gifts  to  Minors  Act  of  1966,  as 
published  by  the  American  Law 
Institute.  The  Commissioner  will  publish 
a  list  of  the  States  whose  laws  he 
determines  to  be  substantially  similar  to 
such  uniform  acts.  A  bank  that 
maintains  a  Uniform  Gifts  to  Minors 
account  must  establish,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Commissioner  or  his 
delegate,  that  with  respect  to  the 
account  the  bank  has  duties  and 
responsibilities  similar  to  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  a  trustee  or  guardian. 

(2)  A  common  trust  fund  may  be  a 
participant  in  another  common  trust 
fund. 

(c)  Affiliated  groups.  For  taxable 
years  beginning  after  December  31, 1975, 
two  or  more  banks  that  are  members  of 
the  same  afHliated  group  (within  the 
meaning  of  section  1504]  are  treated,  for 
purposes  of  section  584,  as  one  bank  for 
the  period  of  their  affiliation.  A  common 
trust  fund  may  be  maintained  by  one  or 
by  more  than  one  member  of  an 
affiliated  group.  Any  member  of  the 
group  may,  but  need  not,  contribute  to 
the  fund.  Further,  for  piuposes  of  this 
paragraph,  members  of  an  affiliated 
group  may  be,  but  need  not  be,  co¬ 
trustees  of  the  common  trust  fund. 

Par.  2.  Section  1.584-2  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  and 
subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  paragraph 
(c);  by  redesignating  subparagraph  (3)  of 
paragraph  (c)  as  subparagraph  (4)  and 
adding  a  new  subparagraph  (3);  by 
revising  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph 
(c)(4]  as  so  redesignated;  by 
redesignating  existing  subparagraph  (4) 
of  paragraph  (c)  as  subdivision  (v)  of 
redesignated  paragraph  (c)(4),  and  by 
adding  a  new  subdivision  (vi)  to 
redesignated  paragraph  (c)(4),  and  by 
revising  paragraph  (d).  lliese  added  and 
amended  provisions  read  as  follows: 

§  1.584-2  Income  of  participants  in 
common  trust  fund. 

(a)  Each  participant  in  a  common  trust 
fund  is  required  to  include  in  computing 
its  taxable  income  for  its  taxable  year 
within  which  or  with  which  the  taxable 
year  of  the  fund  ends,  whether  or  not 
distributed  and  whether  or  not 
distributable: 

(1)  Its  proportionate  share  of  short- 
tmin  capital  gains  and  losses,  computed 
as  provided  in  §  1.584-3; 


(2)  Its  proportionate  share  of  long¬ 
term  capital  gains  and  losses,  computed 
as  provided  in  §  1.584-3; 

(3)  Its  proportionate  share  of  the 
ordinary  taxable  income  or  the  ordinary 
net  loss  of  the  common  trust  fund, 
computed  as  provided  in  $  1.584-3. 

(b) (1)  Each  participant’s  proportionate 
share  of  dividends,  to  which  section  116 
applies,  received  by  the  common  trust 
fund  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
received  by  such  participant  as  such 
dividends. 

(2)  Any  tax  withheld  at  the  source 
from  income  of  the  fund  [e.g.,  under 
section  1441)  is  deemed  to  have  been 
withheld  proportionately  from  the 
participants  to  whom  such  income  is 
allocated. 

(c) (1)  The  proportionate  share  of  each 
participant’s  short-term  capital  gains 
and  losses,  long-term  capital  gains  and 
losses,  ordinary  taxable  income  or 
ordinary  net  loss,  dividends  received, 
and  tax  withheld  at  the  source  shall  be 
determined  under  the  method  of 
accounting  adopted  by  the  bank  in 
accordance  with  the  written  plan  by 
which  the  common  trust  fund  is 
established  and  administered,  provided 
such  method  clearly  reflects  the  income 
of  each  participant. 

(2)  Items  of  income  and  deductions 
shall  be  allocated  to  the  periods 
between  valuation  dates  established  by 
the  plan  within  the  taxable  year  in 
which  they  were  realized.  Ordinary 
taxable  income  or  ordinary  net  loss, 
short-term  capital  gains  and  losses, 
long-term  capital  gains  and  losses,  and 
tax  withheld  at  the  source  shall  be 
computed  for  each  period.  The 
participants’  proportionate  shares  of 
income  and  losses  for  each  period  shall 
then  be  determined. 

(3)  For  purposes  of  determining  the 
character  in  the  hands  of  a  participant 
of  any  item  of  income  or  deduction,  each 
participant  is  treated  as  if  it  made 
directly  the  investment  by  the  common 
trust  fund  from  which  the  item  was 
derived. 

(4)  The  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
may  be  illustrated  by  the  following 
example:  *  *  * 

(vi)  Assume  in  the  above  example  that 
participant  Trust  A  qualified  as  a  trust 
forming  part  of  a  pension,  profit  sharing, 
or  stock  bonus  plan  under  section 
401(a).  Assume  further  that  the  common 
trust  fund  had  income  which  would  be 
unrelated  business  taxable  income  (as 
defined  under  section  512(a)(1))  if 
received  directly  by  Trust  A.  Under 
paragraph  (c)(3),  participant  Trust  A 
must  treat  income  from  a  common  trust 
fund  as  if  Trust  A  had  directly  made  the 
investment  from  which  the  income  was 
derived.  'Hierefore,  participant  Trust  A 


must  take  into  account  its  proportionate 
share  of  such  income  as  unrelated 
business  taxable  income. 

(d)  ’The  provisions  of  part  I, 
subchapter  J,  chapter  1  of  the  Code,  are 
applicable  in  determining  the  extent  to 
which  each  participant’s  proportionate 
share  of  the  income  of  the  conunon  trust 
fund  is  taxable  to  the  participant,  the 
beneficiaries,  the  grantor,  or  a  person 
other  than  the  grantor  of  the  participant. 

{1.584-3  [AmendedI 
Par.  3.  Section  1.584-3  is  amended  by 
inserting  the  word  “and”  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  (b),  by  deleting  the  semi¬ 
colon  and  the  word  “and”  and  inserting 
a  period  in  lieu  thereof  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  (c),  and  by  deleting  paragraph 

(d). 

Par.  4.  Section  1.584-4  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  sentence  after  the  first 
sentence  of  paragraph  (a),  by  adding 
two  new  sentences  after  the  last 
sentence  of  paragraph  (a),  and  by 
revising  paragraph  (c)(4).  These  added 
and  amended  provisions  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.584-4  Admission  or  withdrawal  of 
participants  in  the  common  trust  fund. 

(a)  Gain  or  loss.  *  *  *  The  transfer  of 
property  by  a  participant  to  a  common 
trust  fund  is  treated  as  a  sale  or 
exchange  of  the  property  transferred. 

*  *  *  When  a  participating  interest  is 
transferred  by  a  bank  or  by  two  or  more 
banks  that  are  members  of  the  same 
affiliated  group  (within  the  meaning  of 
section  1504),  as  a  result  of  the 
combination  of  two  or  more  common 
trust  funds  or  the  division  of  a  single 
common  trust  fund,  the  transfer  to  the 
surviving  or  divided  common  trust  fund 
is  not  considered  to  be  an  admission  or 
withdrawal.  However,  the  preceding 
sentence  will  apply  only  if  (1)  the 
combining,  dividing,  and  resulting 
common  trust  funds  have  diversified 
portfolios  as  required  by  the 
Comptroller  of  ffie  Currency,  and  (2)  in 
the  case  of  a  division,  each  participant’s 
pro  rata  interest  in  each  of  die  resulting 
common  trust  funds  is  substantially  the 
same  as  was  the  participant’s  pro  rata 
interest  in  the  dividing  fund. 

*  *  *  «  « 

(c)  Addition  to  basis.  *  *  * 

(4)  The  excess  of  the  gains  over  the 
losses  recognized  to  the  common  trust 
fund  upon  sales  or  exchanges  of  capital 
assets  held  (i)  for  more  than  18  months 
for  taxable  years  beginning  after 
December  31, 1937,  and  before  January 
1, 1942,  (ii)  for  more  than  6  months  for 
taxable  years  beginning  after  December 
31, 1941,  and  before  January  1, 1977  (iii) 
for  more  than  9  months  for  taxable  years 
beginning  in  1977,  and  (iv)  for  m<H«  than 
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one  year  for  taxable  years  beginning 
after  December  31, 1977,  and 

«  •  *  «r  * 

Par.  5.  Section  1.6032-1  is  amended  by 
adding  new  sentences  immediately 
following  the  first  and  sixth  sentences. 
The  added  provisions  read  as  follows: 

§  1.6032-1  Return  of  banks  with  respect 
to  common  trust  funds. 

•  *  *  Member  banks  of  an  affiliated 
group  that  serve  as  co-trustees  with 
respect  to  a  common  trust  fund  must  act 
jointly  in  making  a  return  for  the  fund. 

*  *  *  If  the  common  trust  fund  is 
maintained  by  two  or  more  banks  that 
are  members  of  the  same  affiliated 
group,  the  return  must  also  identify  the 
member  bank  in  the  group  that  has 
contributed  each  participant’s  property 
or  money  to  the  fund.  *  *  * 

Jerome  Kurtz, 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29288  Tiled  9-19-80.  8-45  am], 

BILLING  CODE  WSO-OI-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

(FRL  1576-81 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  Statutory 
Restriction  on  New  Sources  Under 
Certain  Circumstances  for 
Nonattainment  Areas 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  EPA  is  proposing  to  exempt 
from  application  of  the  construction 
moratorium  required  by  section 
110(aK2)(I)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  sources 
locating  in  those  political  subdivisions 
within  a  nonattainment  area  where  a 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  meeting 
the  requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Act  is 
in  effect  and  being  implemented.  The 
moratorium  is  designed  to  preserve  air 
quality  while  the  State  prepares  an 
approvable  plan.  This  would  be 
unnecessary  for  those  areas  which 
already  have  an  approved  plan. 

DATES:  The  deadline  for  submitting 
written  comments  is  October  14, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  directed 
to  Darryl  Tyler,  Office  of  Air  Quality 
Planning  and  Standards  (MD-15), 
Research  Triangle  Park,  N.C.  27711. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Darryl  Tyler,  Chief,  Standards 
Implementation  Branch  (MD-15),  Office 
of  Air  Quality  Planning  and  Standards, 
Research  Triangle  Park,  N.C.  27711,  (919) 
541-5425. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
110(a)(2)(I)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
provides  that  a  moratorium  on 
construction  of  major  stationary  sources 
of  air  pollution  shall  be  imposed  in  each 
area  whose  air  quality  is  designated  as 
worse  than  the  NAAQS  and  where  after 
June  30, 1979  there  is  no  approved  plan 
in  place  to  attain  and  maintain  NAAQS 
in  that  area  which  meets  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Act.  On 
July  2, 1979,  EPA  implemented  the 
construction  moratorium  by 
promulgating  it  into  regulatory  form.  See 
44  FR  38471-73,  At  that  time.  EPA 
solicited  comment  on  how  the 
moratorium  is  to  apply  if  a  single 
nonattainment  area  covers  several 
political  subdivisions  of  a  state,  where 
one  subdivision  adopts  and  carriers  out 
the  necessary  SIP  provisions  while 
another  subdivision  refuses. 

On  May  13, 1980,  EPA  announced 
final  rules  concerning  the  Geographic 
applicability  of  the  construction 
moratorium.  44  FR  31307-11.  At  that 
time,  EPA  stated  that  it  believed  that  it 
lacked  statutory  authority  to  exempt 
from  the  moratorium  sources  locating  in 
a  political  subdivision  where  all 
necessary  measures  have  been  adopted 
and  are  being  carried  out  and  w’here 
there  is  no  approved  Part  D  SIR  revision 
covering  the  nonattainment  area  as  a 
whole.  See  45  FR  31 308. 

EPA  has  reconsidered  this  position, 
and  now  believes  that  it  would  be  more 
equitable  to  apply  the  construction 
moratorium  only  to  those  political 
subdivisions  actually  lacking  (or 
refusing  to  carry  out)  an  approved  plan. 

A  broader  ban  is  not  needed  to  serve 
the  purposes  of  the  Act  w  here  a  political 
subdivision  is  in  compliance  with  the 
Act’s  requirements  for  nonattainment 
areas.  The  moratorium  is  designed  to 
preserve  air  quality  while  the  state 
prepares  an  approvable  plan,  yet  this  is 
unnecessary  for  those  areas  which 
already  have  an  approved  plan. 
Therefore,  given  the  economic  impact  of 
the  moratorium,  EPA  feels  that  the 
moratorium  should  not  apply  to  a 
political  subdivision  in  which  an 
approved  nonattainment  plan  is  in  effect 
and  is  being  carried  out,  even  though  the 
entire  nonattainment  area  in  which  it  is 
located  lacks  such  a  plan. 

EPA  finds  good  cause  for  a  21  day 
comment  period  because  this  issue  has 
already  been  subject  to  public  comment. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  v/hether  a  regulation  is 
“significant”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized”.  1 
have  reviewed  this  regulation  and  have 


determined  that  it  is  a  specialized  order 
not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

(Secs.  110(a)(2)(I),  173,  and  301(a)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended.  42  U.S.C. 
7410(a){2)(I).  7503,  7601(a)) 

Dated:  September  12, 198a 
Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND 
PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

40  CFR'52.24  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  adding  a  hevt^  paragraph  (j) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  52.24  Statutory  restriction  on  new 
stationary  sources. 

*  *  *  *  « 

(j)  Where  a  single  nonattairunent  area 
covers  several  political  subdivisions  of  a 
state,  this  section  does  not  apply  to 
major  stationary  sources  or  major 
modifications  locating  in  a  political 
subdivision  within  such  a  nonattainment 
area,  where  a  plan  which  meets  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  is  in  effect  and 
being  implemented  in  that  subdivision. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29261  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  ani| 

BILLING  CODE  6S63-01-M 


40  CFR  Part  52 

[FRL  1612-2) 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  Missouri 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Notice  of  availability. 

SUMMARY:  The  State  of  Missouri  has 
submitted  State  Implementation  Plan 
(SIP)  revisions  for  non-attainment  areas 
for  the  National  Ambient  Air  Quality 
Standard  for  ozone  in  the  State  of 
Missouri  to  fulfill  the  requirements  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1977. 
Inleres,t8d  persons  are  invited  to 
examine  the  Missouri  SIP  revisions  and 
submit  comments.  A  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  describing  EPA’s  proposed 
action  on  the  revisions  will  be  published 
at  a  later  date.  The  period  for  submittal 
of  comments  wnll  extend  for  30  days 
after  publication  of  the  proposed 
rulemaking. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Ken  Greer,  Air  Support 
Branch,  EPA,  324  East  11th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

The  Missouri  submission  may  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  above  address  and  also  at  the 
following  locations:  EPA,  Public 
Information  Reference  Unit.  Room  2922, 
401  M  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
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20460;  Missouri  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  2010  Missouri  Boulevard, 
Jefferson  City,  Missouri  65101;  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  Health  Department,  Air 
Pollution  Control,  21st  Floor,  City  Hall, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106;  Division  of 
Air  Pollution  Control,  419  City  Hall,  St. 
Louis,  Missouri  63103;  Department  of 
Community  Health  and  Medical  Care, 

801  South  Brentwood  Boulevard, 

Clayton,  Missouri  63105. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ken  Greer,  816-374-3791,  (FTS  758- 
3791). 

supPtEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
172  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended  in 
1977,  requires  that  states  revise  their 
SIPs  to  provide  for  the  attainment  of  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS)  in  areas  which  have  been 
designated  non-attainment.  The  State  of 
Missouri  has  submitted  SIP  revisions  for 
the  attainment  of  the  ozone  NAAQS  is 
in  non-attainment  areas  of  the  state  in 
response  to  requirements  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act.  This  recent  submission  involves 
additional  regulations  for  the  control  of 
volatile  organic  compounds  (VOC’s)  in 
the  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis  areas. 
Such  regulations  are  part  of  the  State’s 
ozone  NAAQS  attainment  plan. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
announce  that  the  revisions  have  been 
formally  submitted  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection.  The  public  is 
encouraged  to  submit  written  comments 
on  them.  A  description  of  the  revisions 
and  proposed  EPA  action  on  the 
revisions  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  part  of  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  at  a  later  date. 

Dated:  September  12, 1980. 

David  A.  W.igoner, 

A  cting  Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29240  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLINC  CODE  6660-01-M 


40  CFR  Part  85 
[FRL  1611-8] 

Control  of  Air  Pollution  From  Motor 
Vehicles  and  Motor  Vehicle  Engines; 
Importation  of  Motor  Vehicles  and 
Motor  Vehicle  Engines 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  public  hearing  on 
proposed  rule;  extension  of  comment 
period. 

SUMMARY:  The  proposed  rule  containing 
revisions  to  the  regulations  governing 
the  importation  of  motor  vehicle  and 
motor  vehicles  engines  under  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended,  appeared, 
beginning  on  page  48812,  in  the  Federal 


Register  of  May,  July  21, 1980.  The 
proposed  rule  stated  that  written 
comments  must  be  received  by 
September  19, 1980.  This  notice  hereby 
extends  the  comment  period  to 
December  3, 1980,  and  provides  the  date 
and  address  of  a  public  hearing. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  no  later  than  December  3, 1980. 
The  public  hearing  will  be  held  from  8:30 
a.m.  until  4:30  p.m.,  or  as  late  as 
practicable,  on  Monday,  November  3, 
1980.  Any  person  who  desires  to 
participate  in  the  hearing  is  requested  to 
notify  EPA,  at  the  address  below,  of  his 
or  her  intention,  in  writing,  along  with 
two  (2)  copies  of  an  outline  of  proposed 
testimony,  by  October  24, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  written  comments  and 
outlines  of  proposed  testimony  to; 
Director,  Manufacturers  Operations 
Division  (EN-340),  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  The  public  hearing  will  be  held  in 
Room  2409  at  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  St.,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Hearing  procedures:  While  the  Clean 
Air  Act  does  not  require  .the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  to 
conduct  a  public  hearing  in  connection 
with  this  rulemaking,  a  public  hearing  is 
being  held  to  provide  an  opportunity  for 
interested  persons  to  state  their  views  or 
to  provide  pertinent  information 
concerning  the  proposed  rule. 

Any  person  desiring  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  hearing  should  file  a 
notice  of  such  intention  as  described 
above  and,  if  possible,  submit  five  (5) 
copies  of  the  presentation  to  the 
Presiding  Officer  at  the  time  of  the 
hearing.  In  addition,  any  person  may 
submit  written  questions  at  any  time 
during  the  hearing,  to  be  propounded  to 
the  witnesses  by  the  hearing  panel  to 
the  extent  practicable.  As  time  allows, 
any  person  who  has  not  filed  a  notice  of 
intention  to  make  such  a  presentation 
will  be  permitted  to  make  such  a 
presentation  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
scheduled  presentations. 

The  Presiding  Officer  will  have  the 
responsiblity  for  maintaining  order, 
excluding  irrevalant  or  repititious 
material,  scheduling  presentations, 
requesting  participants  to  submit 
corrobative  material  in  writing  and,  to 
the  extent  possible,  notifying 
participants  of  the  time  at  which  they 
may  appear. 

A  verbatim  record  of  the  proceeding 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection. 
Any  person  may  request  a  copy  of  the 
transcript  from  the  hearing  reporter 
during  the  hearing  at  the  party’s  own 
expense.  Any  person  also  may  obtain 


copies  of  other  documents  in  the  public 
record  as  specified  in  40  CFR  Part  2. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gerard  C.  Kraus,  Acting  Chief, 
Investigation/Imports  Section, 
Manufacturers  Operations  Division 
(EN-340),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20460,  202- 
472-9413. 

Dated:  September  15, 1980. 

Jeffrey  G.  Miller, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Enforcement. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29241  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-01-M 


40  CFR  Part  86 

[Docket  No.  OMSAPC-79-1;  FRL  1609-6] 

Control  of  Air  Pollution  From  New 
Motor  Vehicles  and  New  Motor  Vehicle 
Engines:  Certification  and  Test 
Procedures;  Evaporative  Emission 
Regulation  and  Test  Procedure  for 
Gasoline-Fueled  Heavy-Duty  Vehicles 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  limited  extension  of 
comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  provides 
notice  to  interested  parties  that  the 
comment  period  for  the  evaporative 
emission  standard  and  test  procedure 
for  gasoline-fueled  heavy-duty  vehicles 
rulemaking  will  be  reopened  for  the 
limited  purpose  of  allowing  comments 
on  two  issues  relevant  to  the 
rulemaking,  including  comments  of  four 
documents  relating  to  those  issues 
which  have  been  placed  in  the  public 
docket.  The  two  issues  are  the 
appropriate  vehicle  load  to  be  used  for 
the  proposed  test  procedure,  and  the 
temperature  rise  requirement  for  the 
diurnal  portion  of  the  test. 

DATES:  The  Agency  will  accept 
comments  as  described  above  which  are 
received  on  or  before  October  22, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Interested  persons  may 
submit  WTitten  comments  as  described 
above  (in  duplicate,  if  possible)  to: 
Central  Docket  Section  (A-130), 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Attn; 
Docket  No.  OMSAPC-79-1.  401  M 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Docket  No.  OMSAPC-79-1,  containing 
material  relevant  to  this  rulemaking,  is 
located  at  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Central  Docket 
Section,  West  Tower  Lobby,  Gallery  1. 
401  M  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
The  docket  may  be  inspected  between  8 
a.m.  and  4  p.m.  on  weekdays,  and  a 
reasonable  fee  may  be  charged  for 
copying. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Timothy  D.  Mott,  Emission  Control 
Technology  Division,  Mobile  Source  Air 
Pollution  Control,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  2565  Plymouth  Road, 
Ann  Arbor,  Michigan  48105.  Telephone: 
(313)  668-4462,  FTS  374-8462. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 
letter  dated  August  7, 1980,  General 
Motors  Corp.  (GM)  requested  three 
documents  that  EPA  had  used  in 
developing  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  (NPRM)  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  30, 1980  (45  FR 
28922).  GM  also  requested  that  the 
comment  period  be  extended  for  30  days 
after  they  had  obtained  the  documents 
to  allow  time  for  review  and  comment. 
On  August  18, 1980,  GM  sent  another 
letter  concerning  the  same  subject. 

EPA  responded  to  both  GM  letters  on 
September  10, 1980.  In  that  letter  EPA 
informed  GM  that  while  two  of  the 
documents  they  requested  were  publicly 
available,  they  had  been  placed  in  the 
docket.  These  documents  are  "Trucking 
Activity  and  Fuel  Consumption — 1973, 
1980, 1985,  and  1990,"  FEA/D-76-390, 
July,  1976,  and  “1977  Federal  Highvyay 
Administration  In-Use  Truck  Weight 
Data”  (data  tape  and  user’s  guide),  and 
pertain  to  the  Agency's  determination 
that  70  percent  of  the  Gross  Vehicle 
Weight  Rating  (GVWR)  is  the 
uppropriate  vehicle  load  for  the 
proposed  test  procedure.  The  Agency 
will  accept  comments  on  these 
documents  which  are  received  on  or 
before  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice. 

The  third  document  contained  the 
data  discussed  on  page  28930  of  the 
NPRM  regarding  temperature 
measurement  of  summertime  fuel 
temperatures  in  a  189-liter  (50-gallon) 
heavy-duty  vehicle  fuel  tank.  This  data 
had  been  used  to  support  the  24°F 
temperature  rise  requirement  of  the 
diurnal  portion  of  the  proposed  test 
procedure.  (This  portion  of  the  test 
simulates  the  rise  in  temperature  of  the 
gasoline  in  a  vehicle  fuel  tank  exposed 
to  ambient  temperatures  and  sunlight 
during  the  course  of  a  day.)  Because  the 
Agency  has  been  unable  to  locate  this 
document,  the  data  contained  in  that 
document  will  not  be  used  in  this 
rulemaking.  However,  the  Agency’s 
judgment  on  the  appropriateness  of  the 
24°F  rise  remains  unchanged. 

If  all  other  factors  were  held  constant, 
and  assuming  that  the  time  for  heat 
transfer  were  a  limiting  factor  even  in 
the  case  of  the  smaller  tank,  EPA  would 
agree  that  the  temperature  of  the  fuel  in 
a  larger  tank  would  probably  not  rise  as 
much  as  the  temperature  of  the  fuel  in  a 
smaller  tank  because  of  the  thermal 


inertia.  However,  there  are  other 
important  factors  which  determine  the 
diurnal  temperature  rise  of  the  fuel.  The 
exposure  of  the  fuel  tank  is  different  for 
the  typical  heavy-duty  vehicle  as 
compared  to  the  typical  light-duty 
vehicle.  The  fuel  tank  on  a  light-duty 
vehicle  is  typically  underneath  the 
vehicle.  This  means  that  it  is  shaded 
from  direct  sunlight  On  the  other  hand, 
many  heavy-duty  fuel  tanks  are 
mounted  on  the  side  of  a  vehicle  where 
the  sun’s  rays  can  strike  directly.  The 
difference  in  temperature  between  a 
tank  that  is  shaded  on  a  hot  summer’s 
day  and  one  that  is  exposed  to  direct 
sunlight  can  certainly  be  substantial. 
Other  factors  which  are  important  are 
the  time  available  for  heat  transfer  and 
the  temperature  difference  driving  force. 
A  normal  diurnal  temperature  rise  can 
occur  over  a  period  of  8  to  10  hours,  and 
the  temperatiu'e  difference  driving  force 
can  frequently  be  more  than  30'’F.  Thus, 
the  tank  fuel  thermal  inertia  is  not 
normally  the  limiting  factor  for  many 
diurnal  temperature  rises,  and  in  many 
cases  the  fuel  diurnal  temperature  rise 
will  likely  be  more  than  the  24°F 
proposed.  (See,  for  example,  “Time- 
Temperature  Histories  of  Specified  Fuel 
Systems,  Volume  I,”  Coordinating 
Research  Council,  Inc.,  CAPE-5-68, 
October,  1969,  and  “Typical  Vehicle 
Diurnal,"  Emission  Control  Technology 
Division  of  the  Office  of  Mobile  Source 
Air  Pollution  Control,  EPA,  EVAP  76-3, 
October,  1976,  two  reports  which  have 
also  been  placed  in  the  docket.) 

EPA’s  judgment  that  heavy-duty  fuel 
tanks  undergo  a  24°F  temperature  rise  is 
reasonable  because  of  the  heating  effect 
of  direct  exposure  to  the  sun,  the 
relatively  long  period  of  the  diurnal 
temperature  rise  and  the  fact  that 
ambient  temperature  diurnals  (the 
driving  force)  are  frequently  more  than 
30°F.  EPA’s  testing  of  a  50-gallon  fuel 
tank  on  a  heavy-duty  vehicle  was 
additional  support  for  this  conclusion, 
and  by  no  means  represented  the  sole 
support  of  its  judgment. 

EPA  realizes  that  even  though  the 
proposal  has  not  signiHcantly  changed 
on  the  issue  of  the  24°F  temperature  rise, 
the  addition  of  two  documents  to  the 
docket  on  this  issue  and  the  deletion  of 
EPA’s  test  data  may  influence  interested 
parties’  comments  on  this  issue. 
Therefore,  the  Agency  will  accept 
additional  comments  on  this  issue, 
including  comments  on  the  two 
documents  which  have  been  placed  in 
the  docket  on  this  issue.  Comments 
received  on  or  before  30  days  after 
[rablication  of  this  notice  will  be 
accepted 


As  stated  above,  EPA  will  also  accept 
additional  comments  on  the  issue  of  the 
70  percent  GVWR  load  requirement, 
including  comments  on  the  two 
documents  which  have  been  placed  in 
the  docket  on  this  issue. 

Dated:  September  15, 1980. 

David  G.  Hawkins, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Air,  Noise  aad 
Radiation, 

(FR  Doc.  eo-29238  Filed  9-19-80;  8;45  am] 

BHJJNG  CODE  6S6<MI1-M 

40  CFR  Part  162 

(FRL  1609-2,  OPP-250028] 

Regulations  for  the  Enforcement  of 
the  Federal  Inspection,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act;  Authority  of  States 
To  Register  Pesticides  To  Meet 
“Special  Local  Need” 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Notification  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  of  final  regulation. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  as 
required  by  Section  25(a)(2)(D)  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (D)  of  (FIFRA)  that  the 
Administrator,  EPA,  has  forwarded  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  U.S  Department  of 
Agriculture  a  copy  of  EPA’s  final 
regulation  designed  to  implement 
Section  24(c)  of  FIFRA,  which  authorizes 
States  to  issue  registrations  for 
pesticides  to  meet  a  “special  local 
need." 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

P.  H.  Gray  Jr.,  Office  of  Pesticide 
Program  ('1^770-M),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401 M  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460,  202/472-9400. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
25(a)p)(B)  of  FIFRA  provided  that  the 
Administrator  shall  provide  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  a  copy  of  any 
final  regulation  at  least  30  days  prior  to 
signing  it  for  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register.  If  the  Secretary  comments  in 
writing  regarding  the  proposed 
regulation  within  15  days  after  receiving 
it,  the  Administrator  shall  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  (with  the  proposed 
regulation)  the  comment  of  the 
Secretary,  if  requested  by  the  Secretary, 
and  the  response  thereto  of  the 
Administrator.  If  the  Secretary  does  not 
comment  in  writing  within  15  days  after 
receiving  the  proposed  regulation,  the 
Administrator  may  sign  the  regulation 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
any  time  after  such  15  days  period. 

Pursuant  to  FIFRA,  Section  25(a)(3),  a 
copy  of  this  final  regulation  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Committee  on 
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Agriculture  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  Nutrition,  and  Forestry  of 
the  Senate.  The  Section  24(c)  regulation 
has  also  been  submitted  for  review  to 
the  FIFRA  Scientific  Advisory  Panel  as 
required  by  section  25(d). 

Dated:  September  15, 1980. 

Edwin  L.  |ohnson. 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

(Doc.  BO-292GO  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  afn| 

SILLING  CODE  6S60-01-M 

FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  67 
[Docket  No.  FEMA  5898] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
Proposed  Zone  Designation  for  the 
City  of  Auburn,  Ky. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
zone  designation  described  below. 

The  proposed  zone  designation  will  be 
the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Map  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
floodprone  areas  and  the  proposed  zone 
designations  are  available  for  review  at 
the  Mayor’s  Office,  City  Hall,  Auburn, 
Kentucky. 

Send  comments  to:  The  Honorable 
Glover  Washer,  Mayor,  City  of  Auburn, 
P.O.  Box  465,  Auburn,  Kentucky  42206. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  and  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program.  451 
Seventh  Street.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410.  (202  755-6570  or  toll  free  line  (800) 
424-8872  or  (800)  424-8873. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  zone  designation 
(100-year  flood)  for  the  City  of  Auburn, 
Kentucky,  in  accordance  with  Section 
110  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 


of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980, 
which  added  Section  1363  to  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90- 
448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
67.4(a)  (presently  also  appearing  at  its 
former  Section,  24  CFR  1917,4(a))), 

The  zone  designation,  together  with 
the  flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  Section  60.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own.  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  zone  wilt  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  zone  for  a  selected 


location  is; 

Source  of  Hooding  Location  Zone 

Sinkfiole . . .  Between  Rogers  Drive  and  A 

Rector  Avenue,  north  of 
Sunset  Avenue. 


44  CFR  Part  67 
[Docket  No.  FEMA  5899] 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XlII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28. 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28. 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegabon  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  August  7. 1980. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29203  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Base  Flood  Elevation  and 
Zone  Designation  for  the  City  of 
Concord,  N.C. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  blood  elevation  and  zone 
designation  described  below. 

The  proposed  base  flood  elevation 
and  zone  designation  will  be  the  basis 
for  the  flood  plain  management 
measures  that  the  community  is  required 
to  either  adopt  or  show  evidence  of 


being  already  in  effect  in  order  to 
qualify  or  remain  qualified  for 
participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP), 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Map  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  fiood  elevation  and  zone 
designation  are  available  for  review  at 
the  Mayor’s  Office,  City  Hall.  Concord. 
North  Carolina. 

Send  comments  to:  The  Honorable  H. 

B.  Mc^achern,  Mayor,  City  of  Concord, 
City  Hall.  Post  Office  Box  308,  Concord. 
North  Carolina  28025. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  and  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street,  S.W..  Washington.  D.C, 
20410,  (202)  755-6570  or  toll  free  line, 

(800)  424-8872  or  (800)  424-8873. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  base  flood 
elevation  (100-year  flood)  and  zone 
designation  for  the  City  of  Concord, 

North  Carolina,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
9(M48).  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
67.4(a)  (presently  also  appearing  at  its 
former  Section,  24  CFR  1917.4(a))). 

The  base  flood  elevation  and  zone 
designation,  together  with  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  required  by 
Section  60.3  of  the  program  regulations, 
are  the  minimum  that  are  required.  They 
should  not  be  construed  to  mean  the 
community  must  change  any  existing 
ordinances  that  are  more  stringent  in 
their  flood  plain  management 
requirements.  The  community  may  at 
any  time  enact  stricter  requirements  on 
its  own,  or  pursuant  to  policies 
established  by  other  Federal,  State  or 
regional  entities.  The  proposed  elevation 
and  zone  designation  will  also  be  used 
to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  100-year  flood  elevation 
and  zone  designation  for  selected 
locations  are: 
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Source  of  flooding 


Location 


Elevation  (feet)  Zone 


Cold  Water  Creek .  Between  Old  Salisbury-Concord  573  feet  at  the  extraterritorial  A5 

Road  and  the  confluence  limit  line  upstream  of  the  Old 
with  Royal  Oaks  Branch.  '  Salisbury-Concord  Road;  583 
feet  at  the  ConfluetKe  with 
Royal  Oaks  Branch. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  August  8, 1980. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29202  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA  5900] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
Proposed  Base  Flood  Elevation  for 
Hanover  County,  N.C. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  flood  elevation  described  below. 

The  proposed  base  flood  elevation 
will  be  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualiHed 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publications  of  this  propose  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Map  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood  prone  areas  and  the  proposed  base 
flood  elevation  are  available  for  review 
at  the  County  Manager’s  Office,  County 
Office,  Wilmington,  North  Carolina. 

Send  comments  to;  Mr.  G.  Felix 
Cooper,  County  Manager,  New  Hanover 
County,  320  Chestnut  Street, 

Wilmington,  North  Carolina  28401. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  and  Engineering  Office, 


National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410.  (202)  755-6570  or  toll  free  line 
(800)  424-8872  or  (800)  424-8873. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  base  flood 
elevation  (100-year  flood)  for  New 
Hanover  County,  North  Carolina,  in 
accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of 
the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128,  and  44  CFR  67,4(a)  (presently 
also  appearing  at  its  former  Section,  24 
CFR  1917.4(a)). 

The  base  flood  elevation,  together 
with  the  flood  plain  management 
measures  required  by  §  60.3  of  the 
program  regulations,  are  the  minimum 
that  are  required.  They  should  not  be 
construed  to  mean  the  community  must 
(^ange  any  existing  ordinances  that  are 
more  stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  elevation  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
building  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  100-year  flood 
elevations  for  a  selected  location  is: 


Source  of  flooding 

Location 

Eleva¬ 

tion 

(feet) 

Spring  Brancti . 

.  Between  College  Boad  and 

24 

Seaboard  Coast  Line  Rail- 

road. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128,  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 


Issued;  August  8, 1980. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29201  Piled  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-5901I 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
Proposed  Base  Flood  Elevations  and 
Zone  Designations  for  the  Township  of 
Woodward,  Lycoming  County,  Pa. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  flood  elevations  and  zone 
designations  described  below. 

The  proposed  base  flood  elevations 
and  zone  designations  are  the  basis  for 
the  flood  plain  management  measures 
that  the  community  is  required  to  either 
adopt  or  show  evidence  of  being  already 
in  effect  in  order  to  qualify  or  remain 
qualified  for  participation  in  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety-days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  flood  elevations  and  zone 
designations  are  available  for  review  at 
the  Woodward  Township  Building  on 
Route  220. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  James  D. 
Reeser,  Secretary,  Woodward  Township 
Board  of  Supervisors,  P.O.  Box  68, 
Linden,  Lycoming  County,  Pennsylvania 
17744. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  &  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410.  (202)  755-6570  or  toll  free  line, 
(800)  424-8872. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  base  flood 
elevations  and  zone  designations  for  the 
Township  of  Woodward,  Pennsylvania, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
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Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of 
the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90-448)),  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128,  and  44  CFR  67.4(a). 

Zone  designations  and  base  (100-year) 
flood  elevations,  together  with  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  re^^uired  by 
Section  60.3  of  the  program  regulations, 
are  the  minimum  that  are  required.  They 
should  not  be  construed  to  mean  the 
community  must  change  any  existing 
ordinances  that  are  more  stringent  in 
their  flood  plain  management 
requirements.  The  community  may  at 
any  time  enact  stricter  requirements  on 
its  own,  or  pursuant  to  policies 
established  by  other  Federal,  State,  or 
regional  entities.  The  proposed  base 
flood  elevations  and  zone  designations 
will  also  be  used  to  calculate  the 
appropriate  flood  insurance  premium 
rates  for  new  buildings  and  their 
contents  and  for  the  second  layer  of 
insurance  on  existing  buildings  and  their 
contents. 

The  proposed  base  flood  elevations 
vary  from  approximately  541  feet  MSL 
at  the  confluence  of  the  Susquehanna 
River  and  Pine  Run  to  543  feet  MSL  at 
the  Piatt  Township  line. 

The  proposed  zone  designation  is: 
Zone  A20  along  the  Susquehanna  River 
from  the  confluence  of  the  Susquehanna 
River  and  Pine  Run  to  the  Piatt 
Township  line. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128:  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  August  8, 1980. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

{Mt  Doc.  80-29200  Filed  9-19-80:  0:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  671S-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA  5903] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Zone  Designations  and 
Elevation  in  Annexed  Areas  for  the 
Town  of  Newport,  Tenn. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 


summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
zone  designations  and  elevation  in 
annexed  areas  described  below. 

The  proposed  zone  designations  and 
elevation  will  be  the  basis  for  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

OATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  Jocal  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community, 

ADDRESSES:  Map  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
zone  designations  and  elevation  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Mayor's 
Office,  Town  Hall,  Newport,  Tennessee. 

Send  comments  to:  The  Honorable 
Fred  M.  Valentine,  Jr.,  Town  of  Newport, 
Town  Hall,  Newport,  Tennessee  37821, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  and  Engineering  Office. 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410,  (202)  755-6570  or  toll  free  line, 
(800)  424-8872  or  (800)  424-8873. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  zone  designations 
and  elevation  (100-year  flood)  for  the 
Town  of  Newport,  Tennessee,  in 
accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of 
the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128  and  44  CFR  67.4  (a)  (presently 
also  appearing  at  its  former  Action,  24 
CFR  1917.4  (a)). 

The  proposed  zone  designations  and 
elevation,  together  with  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  required  by 
§  60.3  of  the  program  regulations,  are  the 
minimum  that  are  required.  They  should 
not  be  construed  to  mean  the  community 
must  change  any  existing  ordinances 
that  are  more  stringent  in  their  flood 
plain  management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own.  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  zone  designations  and 
elevation  will  also  be  used  to  calculate 
the  appropriate  flood  insurance 
premium  rates  for  new  buildings  and 
their  contents  and  for  the  second  layer 
of  insurance  on  existing  buildings  and 
their  contents. 

The  proposed  100-year  flood  zone  for 
a  selected  location  is: 


Source  of  Flooding 

Location 

Zone 

Elevation 

Confluence  of  the  Pigeon  River  and 
Springs  Branch. 

Morrell  Annexed  areas  southeast  of  the  community's  original 
corporate  limits  between  Comanche  Drive  and 
Lower  Quarry  Road. 

B 

A10 

foes' 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued;  August  8, 1980. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.  80-29198  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  amj 

BlUING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA  5902] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Zone  Designation  for  the 
Town  of  Jefferson  City,  Tenn. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 


summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
zone  designation  described  below. 

The  proposed  zone  designation  will  be 
the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

OATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second  * 
publication  of  this  propo:  ed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Map  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
zone  designation  are  available  for 
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review  at  the  Mayor’s  Office,  Town 
Hall,  Jefierson  City,  Tennessee. 

Send  comments  to:  The  Honorable 
Alan  Palmieri,  Mayor,  Town  of  Jefferson 
City,  P.O.  Box  666,  Jefferson  City, 
Tennessee  37760. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  and  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451  . 

Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410  {202J  755-6570  or  toll  free  line 
(800)  424-8872  or  (800)  424-8873. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  zone  designation 
(100-year  flood)  for  the  Town  of 
Jefferson  City,  Tennessee,  in  accordance 
with  Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
67.4(a)  (presently  also  appearing  at  its 
former  Section,  24  CFR  1917.4(a)), 

The  zone  designation,  together  with 
the  flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  Section  60.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  zone  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  100-year  flood  zone  is: 


Souree  oi  flooding  Location  Zone 


Mossy  Creek .  Near  the  eastern  corporate  A 

limits  between  Route  11E 
and  Creekmoor  Drive. 

Buffalo  Brook . . .  Near  the  eastern  corporate  A 

limits  between  Route  11E 
and  Croekmoor  Drive. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 


Issued:  August  7, 1980. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29199  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 
»LUNO  CODE  e718-03-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 
45  CFR  Part  161c 

Arts  in  Education  Program 
agency:  Department  of  Education. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Secretary  of  Education 
proposes  to  issue  regulations  for  the 
Arts  in  Education  Act  of  1978.  These 
proposed  regulations  revise  regulations 
that  were  issued  for  the  Act  April  3, 

1980.  They  delete  requirements  that 
each  project  include  cost  sharing  by  the 
grantee,  address  at  least  four  art  forms, 
and  have  an  advisory  committee 
representative  of  community  resources. 
Other  changes  are  also  made.  The 
proposed  regulations  are  substantially 
shorter  and  less  prescriptive  than  the 
earlier  regulations. 

DATES:  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed 
regulations  on  or  before  November  21, 
1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Harold  Arberg,  Director, 
Arts  and  Humanities  Staff,  U.S. 
Department  of  Education,  400  Maryland 
Avenue,  SW.  (Room  3728  Donohoe 
Bldg.),  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Harold  Arberg,  Telephone:  (202)  472- 
7793. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  Arts 
in  Education  Act  of  1978  (Act),  Part  C  of 
Title  III  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended  by  Section  301,  Pub.  L.  95-561 
(1978),  20  U.S.C.  961-63,  provides  for  a 
“program  of  grants  and  contracts  to 
encourage  and  assist  State  and  local 
educational  agencies  and  other  public 
and  private  agencies,  organizations  and 
institutions  to  establish  and  conduct 
programs  in  which  the  arts  are  an 
integral  part  of  elementary  and 
secondary  school  curricula."  The 
Department  of  Education  Organization 
Act,  Pub,  L.  96-88  (1979),  transferred 
responsibility  for  administration  of  this 
program  to  the  Secretary  of  Education. 

Final  regulations  for  the  Arts  in 
Education  Program  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  April  3, 1980  at 
45  FR  22742.  Since  the  publication  of 
these  regulations,  a  number  of 
considerations  have  prompted  the 
Secretary  to  propose  revisions  to  govern 


the  program  after  fiscal  year  (FY)  1980. 
These  considerations  include  the 
Secretary's  general  objective  to  shorten 
and  simplify  regulations  for  programs  of 
the  Department  and  comments  of  the. 
Congress  regarding  the  April  3 
regulations.  (See  H.R.  Rept.  No.  96-940, 
96th  Cong.  2d  Sess.  (1980).) 

The  Secretary  has  concluded  that  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  can  be  better 
achieved  by  shorter  program  regulations 
which  afford  greater  flexibility  to 
applicants  in  formulating  programs  and 
procedures  to  meet  the  goals  of  the  Act. 
In  proposing  new  regulations  to  govern 
grants  in  fiscal  year  1981  and  later,  the 
Secretary  has  addressed  several 
concerns  raised  by  the  Congress 
regarding  requirements  that  an  arts  in 
education  project  provide  student 
opportunities  in  at  least  four  major  arts 
media;  that  it  have  a  project  advisory 
committee;  and  that  it  obtain  non- 
Federal  cash  or  in-kind  “matching" 
contributions  (§§  161c.8, 161c.l0(c).  and 
161C.42  in  the  April  3  regulations). 

The  proposed  regulations  delete  the 
advisory  committee,  “four  arts”,  and 
cost-sharing  requirements.  (See 
§§  161C.10  and  161c.ll  of  these  proposed 
regulations.) 

Section  161.31  (g),  (h),  and  (i)  of  the 
proposed  regulations  would  contain 
evaluation  criteria  weighting: 

— ^The  extent  to  which  the  project 
involves  effective  methods  for 
consultation  with  appropriate  cultural 
groups; 

— ^The  extent  to  which  the  project 
represents  a  comprehensive  approach  to 
the  integration  of  the  arts  into  the 
regular  curricula;  and 

— ^The  extent  to  which  the  applicant’s 
activities  to  achieve  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  are  likely  to  continue  after  Federal 
support  ends. 

To  some  extent,  these  new  criteria 
reflect  program  objectives  which  were 
addressed  in  the  requirements  being 
deleted.  For  example,  the  advisory 
committee  requirement  was  designed  to 
encourage  effective  collaboration 
between  the  grantee  and  the  culture  and 
community  resources  in  the  area  to  be 
served  in  order  that  the  project  not  be 
carried  out  in  isolation  from  the  local 
arts  and  other  cultural  resources.  Such 
collaboration  is  key  to  truly  integrating 
the  arts  into  the  regular  educational 
curriculum.  The  Secretary  believes  that 
close  collaboration  can  be  achieved 
without  the  necessity  of  establishing  a 
formal  advisory  committee  and  so  has 
deleted  the  advisory  committee 
requirement.  However,  she  continues  to 
believe  that  such  collaboration  is 
essential  to  a  successful  arts  in 
education  project  and  that  in  evaluating 
applications  for  projects  which  are  in 
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competition  for  very  scarce  resources,  it 
is  fully  in  keeping  with  the  purpose  of 
the  Act  to  weigh  the  extent  to  which 
adequate  provision  is  made  for  such 
collaboration.  The  same  considerations 
apply  to  other  criteria  (listed  above) 
which  attempt  to  measure  the  degree  to 
which  a  project  will  involve  a 
comprehensive  approach  to  the  arts  and 
is  likely  to  be  continued  when  Federal 
support  ceases. 

The  proposed  regulations  would  also 
clarify  the  manner  in  which  the 
Secretary  will  give  priority  to  state-wide 
projects,  urban  or  large  community 
projects,  and  rural  or  small  community 
projects  (the  priority  categories  in  the 
current  regulations).  These  are  not 
exclusive  categories  but  merely 
priorities  which  the  Secretary  may 
recognize  by  the  assigning  of  extra 
points  (§  161C.32)  to  an  application  that 
addresses  them.  In  addition,  the 
regulations  substantially  shorten  the 
April  3  regulations  by  eliminating 
repetition  of  requirements  already 
published  in  EDGAR  as  well  as  material 
which  does  not  contain  mandatory 
requirements  or  does  not  appear  to  be 
meaningful. 

The  Secretary  believes  that  these 
proposed  regulations  will  provide 
applicants  with  a  variety  of  ways  to 
meet  the  purposes  of  the  Act  and  that 
they  will  help  ensure  that  the  best 
practice  will  evolve  from  State  and  local 
initiative  rather  than  Federal  mandate. 

Invitation  to  Comment 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  and  recommendations 
regarding  these  proposed  regulations. 
Written  comments  and 
recommendations  may  be  sent  to  the 
address  given  at  the  beginning  of  this 
document. 

All  comments  submitted  in  response 
to  these  proposed  regulations  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection,  diu'ing 
and  after  the  comment  period,  at  the 
Department  of  Education,  Room  3728, 
Donohoe  Building,  400  6th  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  between  the  hours  of 
8:30  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday  of  each  week  except  Federal 
holidays. 

Citation  of  Legal  Authority 

A  citation  of  statutory  or  other  legal 
authority  is  placed  in  parentheses  on  the 
line  following  each  substantive 
provision  of  these  proposed  rules. 

Dated:  September  12, 1980. 

Shirley  M.  Hufstedler, 

Secretary  of  Education. 

(Catalogue  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
No.  13.566,  Arts  in  Education  Program.  Part  1 
of  OMB  Circular  A-95  does  not  apply  to  this 
program) 


The  Secretary  proposes  to  amend 
Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  Part  161c  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  161c— ARTS  IN  EDUCATION 
PROGRAM 

Subpart  A— General 

Sec. 

161C.1  Arts  in  education  program. 

161C.2  Eligible  parties. 

161C.3  Regulations  that  apply  to  this 
program. 

161C.4  Definitions. 

Subpart  B— What  Kinds  of  Activities  Does 
the  Secretary  Assist  Under  This  Program? 

161C.10  What  are  the  required  elements  of 
an  arts  in  education  project? 

161c.ll  What  are  the  requirements 
regarding  cooperation? 

Subpart  C— How  Does  One  Apply  for  a 
Grant? 

161C.20  What  limitations  apply  to 
applicants? 

161C.21  What  are  application  requirements? 
161C.22  What  are  the  requirements  for  State 
review  of  local  applications? 

Subpart  D— How  Is  a  Grant  Made? 

161C.30  How  does  the  Secretary  evaluate  an 
application? 

161c;31  What  selection  criteria  does  the 
Secretary  use? 

161C.32  Are  priorities  for  funding 
established? 

161C.33  What  is  the  length  of  a  project 
period? 

Subpart  E— What  Conditions  Must  be  Met 
by  a  Grantee? 

161C.40  What  are  the  limitations  on  costs? 

Authority:  Title  III,  Part  C,  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education  Act,  as 
amended  by  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1978,  Pub.  L.  95-561. 

(20  U.S.C.  2961) 

Subpart  A— General 

§  161C.1  Arts  in  education  program. 

The  Arts  in  Education  Program  assists 
in  establishing,  conducting,  or  improving 
programs  in  which  the  arts  are  an 
integral  part  of  elementary  and 
secondary  school  curricula. 

(20  U.S.C.  2962) 

§  161C.2  Eligible  parties. 

(a)  State  educational  agencies  (SEAs), 
local  educational  agencies  (LEAs),  and 
public  or  private  nonprofit  agencies, 
organizations,  and  institutions  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  grants. 

(b)  Agencies,  organizations,  and 
institutions  may  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to,  libraries,  museums,  theaters, 
arts  councils  and  centers,  colleges  and 
universities,  .performing  arts  groups,  and 
parent,  youth,  and  civic  organizations. 
(20  U.S.C.  2942,  2962) 


§  161C.3  Regulations  that  apply  to  this 
program. 

The  following  regulations  apply  to 
grants  under  the  Arts  in  Education 
Program: 

(a)  The  Education  Division  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  in 
45  CFR  Part  100a  (Direct  Grant 
Programs)  and  45  CFR  Part  100c 
(Definitions):  and 

(b)  The  regulations  in  this  Part  161c. 

§161c.4  Definitions. 

In  addition  to  the  definitions  in  45 
CFR  Part  100c  of  EDGAR  the  following 
definitions  apply  in  these  regulations: 

“Arts”  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to, 
music,  dance,  drama,  folk  art,  creative 
writing,  architecture  and  allied  fields, 
painting,  sculpture,  photography,  graphic 
and  craft  arts,  industrial  design,  costume 
and  fashion  design,  motion  pictures, 
television,  radio,  and  tape  and  sound 
recording:  the  presentation, 
performance,  execution,  and  exhibition 
of  these  art  forms;  and  the  study  and 
application  of  the  arts  to  the  human 
environment. 

(20  U.S.C.  2961, 952(b),  Pub.  L  89-209) 

“Rural  or  small  community”  means  a 
geographic  area  (other  than  a  State) 
isolated  from  a  metropolitan  area  and 
from  significant  cultural  resources. 

“Urban  or  large  community”  means  a 
standard  metropolitan  statistical  area, 
(the  area  in  and  around  a  city  of  fifty 
thousand  inhabitants  or  more  as  defined 
by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget). 

(20  U.S.C.  2962,  3207) 

Subpart  B— What  Kinds  of  Activities 
Does  the  Secretary  Assist  Under  This 
Program? 

§  161C.10  What  are  the  required  elements 
of  an  arts  In  education  project? 

The  Secretary  assists  an  arts  in 
education  project  only  if  it  is  designed 
to— 

(a)  Integrate  one  or  more  of  the  arts 
into  the  regular  educational  curricula  of 
the  schools  served,  and 

(b)  Provide  opportunities  for  all 
students  in  the  schools  served  to  acquire 
skills  and  understanding  in  and  through 
arts  media. 

(20  U.S.C.  2961,  2962) 

§  161C.1 1  What  are  the  requirements 
regarding  cooperation? 

(a)(1)  An  applicant  must  develop — 
and  describe  in  its  application — a 
strategy  to  work  collaboratively  with 
State  and  local  educational  agencies 
and  public  and  private  cultural 
organizations,  agencies,  and  institutions, 
including  museums,  libraries,  and 
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theaters  in  the  geographic  area  to  be 
served  by  the  proposed  project. 

(2)  An  applicant  must  assure  that 
these  groups  will  be  involved  in 
planning  and  conducting  the  arts  in 
education  project  proposed  for  funding. 

(b)  A  State-wide  project  application 
must  assure  that  interagency  program 
planning  and  implementation  involves 
at  least  the  SEA,  the  State  arts 
education  advisory  committee,  the  State 
arts  agency,  representatives  of  LEAs  in 
the  State,  and  other  interested  State  and 
local  arts  resource  organizations, 
agencies,  and  institutions. 

(c)  A  rural  or  small  community  project 
must  use  available  arts  and  community 
resources  within  the  project  area  and 
may  also  use  resources  from  outside  the 
area. 

(20  U.S.C.  2962] 

Subpart  C— How  Does  One  Apply  for  a 
Grant? 

§  161C.20  What  limitations  apply  to 
applicants? 

The  Secretary  approves  no  more  than 
one  project  application  from  an 
applicant  in  a  Hscal  year,  whether  or  not 
the  applicant  is  bled  jointly  with  that  of 
other  applicants. 

(20  U.S.C.  1221e-3.  2962) 

§  161C.21  What  are  application 
requirements? 

An  applicant  must  demonstrate,  on 
the  application  form  furnished  by  the 
Secretary,  that  the  proposed  project 
meets  the  requirements  of  the  Act  and 
applicable  regulations.  An  applicant 
should  address  each  funding  criterion. 
Cross  reference: 

EDGAR  §§  lOOa.127-129  (Group  applications) 
EDGAR  §§  lOOa.138-141  (Open  meeting) 

S  302(b]  of  the  ESEA,  EDGAR  §  lOOa.650 

(Participation  of  students  in  private 

schools). 

§  161C.22  What  are  the  requirements  for 
State  review  of  local  applications? 

(a)  The  SEA,  working  with  the  State 
arts  education  advisory  committee,  if 
any,  may  review  and  comment  on  local 
applications. 

(b)  If  a  State  advisory  committee  does 
not  exist,  the  SEA  may  assemble  a 
committee  for  this  purpose. 

(c)  The  local  applicant  must  send  a 
copy  of  its  application  to  the  SEA,  at  the 
same  time  it  sends  the  application  to  the 
Secretary.  The  application  must  show 
that  a  copy  was  sent  to  the  SEA. 

(d)  To  ensure  that  its  comments  are 
considered  in  the  application  review,  an 
SEA  should  send  its  comments  to  the 
Secretary  no  later  than  30  days  after  the 
closing  date  for  receipt  of  applications. 
(20  U.S.C.  1221e-3, 2962) 


Subpart  D— How  is  a  Grant  Made? 

§  161C.30  How  does  the  Secretary 
evaluate  an  application? 

(a)  The  Secretary  evaluates  an 
application  on  the  basis  of  the  criteria  in 
§  161C.31. 

(b)  The  Secretary  awards  up  to  100 
possible  points  for  these  criteria. 

(c)  The  maximum  possible  score  for 
each  completed  criterion  is  indicated  in 
parentheses. 

§  161C.31  What  selection  criteria  does  the 
Secretary  use? 

(a)  Plan  of  Operation.  (10  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  plan  of  operation  for 
the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  High  quality  in  the  design  of  the 
project; 

(ii)  An  effective  plan  of  management 
that  insures  proper  and  efficient 
administration  of  the  project: 

(iii)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
objectives  of  the  the  project  relate  to  the 
purpose  of  the  program; 

(iv)  The  way  the  applicant  plans  to 
use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective; 

(v)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
applicant  will  provide  equal  access  and 
treatment  for  eligible  project 
participants  who  are  members  of  groups 
that  have  been  traditionally 
underrepresented,  such  as — 

(A)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(B)  Women; 

(C)  Handicapped  persons;  and 

(D)  The  elderly. 

(vi)  If  the  applicant  is  a  State  or  local 
educational  agency,  how  the  applicant 
will  provide  an  opportunity  for  the 
participation  of  children  in  private 
schools. 

(b)  Quality  of  key  personnel.  [7 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  key  personnel  the 
applicant  plans  to  use  on  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  qualifications  of  the  project 
director  (if  one  is  to  be  used); 

(ii)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 

(iii)  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (b)(2)  (i)  and 
(ii)  of  this  section  plans  to  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv)  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant, 
as  part  of  its  nondiscriminatory 
employment  practices,  encourages 


applications  for  employment  from 
persons  who  are  members  of  groups  that 
have  been  traditionally 
underrepresented,  su(^  as  members  of 
racial  or  ethnic  minority  groups,  women, 
handicapped  persons,  and  the  elderly. 

(3)  To  determine  the  qualifications  of 
a  person,  the  Secretary  considers 
evidence  of  past  experience  and 
training,  in  fields  related  to  the 
objectives  of  the  project,  as  well  as 
other  information  that  the  applicant 
provides. 

(c)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness. 

(5  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  project  has  an  adequate  budget 
and  is  cost  effective. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  budget  for  the  project  is 
adequate  to  support  the  project 
actitivies;  and 

(ii)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project. 

(d)  Evaluation  plan.  (5  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  evaluation  plan  for  the 
project.  (See  45  CFR  §  lOOa.590 — 
Evaluation  by  the  grantee.) 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  methods  of 
evaluation  that  are  appropriate  for  the 
project  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  are 
objective  and  produce  data  that  are 
quantifiable. 

(e)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (3  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  applicant  plans  to  devote 
adequate  resources  to  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  facilities  that  the  applicant 
plans  to  use  are  adequate;  and 

(ii)  The  equipment  and  supplies  that 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  are  adequate. 

(f)  Needs  assessment.  (5  points) 

The  Secretary  reviews  each 

application  for  information  that  shows 
the  extent  to  which  the  applicant — 

(1)  Identifies  and  analyzes,  objectively 
and  comprehensively,  the  need  for  arts 
education  programs  in  the  area  to  be 
served; 

(2)  Establishes  clear  and  measurable 
objectives  that  relate  to  the  identified 
needs. 

(g)  Coordination  and  collaboration. 

(15  points) 

(1)  The  quality  of  the  applicant’s  plan 
to  mobilize  and  coordinate  activities  of 
all  agencies,  organizations,  and 
institutions  involved,  including  those 
described  in  §  161c.ll(a).  In  judging  this 
criterion,  the  Secretary  considers  the 
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applicant’s  description  of  how  and  why 
each  entity  i&  cooperating  in  the  project. 

(2)  The  consistency  with  plans  and 
activities  previously  carried  out  in  arts 
education  including  the  State  plan  for 
arts  education,  if  any. 

(3)  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant 
has  developed  and  will  employ  effective 
methods,  throughout  the  project  period, 
for  continuing  consultation  with  the 
groups  described  in  §  161c.ll(a). 

(h)  Comprehensive.  (10  points) 

The  extent  to  which  the  project  is 

designed  to  integrate  the  major  arts 
disciplines  including  dance,  music, 
theater,  and  the  visual  arts,  into  the 
regular  educational  program  of  the 
schools  served, 

(i)  Commitment.  (15  points) 

The  extent  to  which  the  applicant’s 
activities  to  make  the  arts  and  integral 
part  of  the  elementary  and  secondary 
school  curricula  are  likely  to  contine 
and  expand  when  Federal  assistance  for 
the  project  ends. 

(j)  Results.  (15  points) 

(1)  The  extent  to  which  the  project  is 
likely  to  result  in  new  and  innovative 
approaches,  methods,  or  materials  most 
likely  to  achieve  the  purpose  of  the  Act; 
and 

(2)  The  adequacy  of  provisions  for 
disseminating  information  about  those 
results. 

(k)  Special  needs.  (10  points) 

The  extent  to  which  the  project  is 

designed  to  serve  the  special  needs  of 
the  handicapped,  gifted,  and  under 
privileged.  - 

(l)  Diversity — Geographic  and 
Programmatic.  To  ensure  geographic 
and  programmatic  diversity,  the 
Secretary  may  add  up  to  10  points  to  the 
score  of  an  application  that  will 
contribute  to — 

(1)  An  equitable  geographic 
distribution  of  arts  education  programs 
throughout  the  United  States  in  both 
urban  and  rural  areas;  and 

(2)  A  variety  in  types  of  projects 
funded  that  collectively  demonstrate 
diverse  approaches  to  arts  education. 

(20  U.S.C.  2962) 

§  161C.32  Are  priorities  for  funding 
established? 

(a)  Through  publication  of  a  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register,  the  Secretary  may 
give  priority  to  one  or  more  of  the 
follow'ing; 

(1)  State-wide  projects; 

(2)  urban  or  large  community  projects; 
and 

(3)  rural  or  small  community  projects. 

(b)  In  setting  these  priorities,  the 
Secretary  may  reserve  funds  or  assign 
up  to  twenty  extra  points  for  projects  in 
these  categories. 


(c)  The  Secretary  may  decline  to 
approve  appjications  that  are  within  the 
funding  priorities  of  other  agencies. 

(20  U.S.C.  2962)  - 

§  161C.33  What  is  the  length  of  a  project 
period? 

(a)  The  Secretary  usually  approves  a 
project  for  a  maximum  of  three  years. 
The  budget  period  is  twelve  months. 

(b)  In  deciding  whether  or  not  to  make 
a  continuation  award  within  the 
approved  project  period,  the  Secretary 
considers  the  factors  in  §  l(X)a.253  of 
EDGAR  and  the  degree  to  which  a 
project  involves  school-community 
cooperation  and  achieves  the  purposes 
of  the  Act. 

Subpart  E— What  Conditions  Must  Be 
Met  by  a  Grantee? 

§  161C.40  What  are  the  limitations  on 
costs? 

(a)  A  grantee  may  not  use  federal 
funds  for — 

(1)  Direct  student  financial  aid; 

(2)  Salaries  or  stipends  for  regular, 
full-time  instructional  personnel;  or 

(3)  Equipment  w'orth  more  than  five 
percent  of  the  total  grant  amount. 

(b)  A  grantee  may  use  up  to  ten 
percent  of  total  project  costs  for  outside 
evaluation  of  the  project. 

(20  U.S.C.  2962) 

(FR  Doc.  80-28883  Filed  9-10-80;  8;45  air] 

BILLING  CODE  4000-01-M 


45  CFR  Part  161g 

Law-Related  Education  Program 
agency:  Department  of  Education. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Secretary  of  Education 
issues  proposed  regulations  for  the 
implementation  of  the  Law-Related 
Education  Act  of  1978.  These  proposed 
regulations  revise  regulations  that  were 
issued  for  the  Act  April  24, 1980.  The 
proposed  regulations  delete  cost  sharing 
requirements  and  limits  on  the  duration 
of  support  for  particular  program  and 
consolidate  four  project  categories  into 
two.  Other  changes  are  also  made.  The 
proposed  regulations  are  substantially 
shorter  and  less  prescriptive  than  the 
earlier  regulations. 

dates:  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed 
regulations  on  or  before  November  21, 
1980, 

address:  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Elizabeth  Farquhar,  Acting^ 
Director,  Law-Related  Education 
Program.  U.S.  Department  of  Education, 


Room  3700,  Donohoe  Building,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20202. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Elizabeth  Farquhar.  Telephone  (202) 
426-9303. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

'^A.  Background 

The  Law-Related  Education  Act  of 
1978  is  enacted  as  Part  G  of  Title  III  of 
the  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act. 

The  Act  authorizes  the  Secretary  to 
fund  discretionary  grants  or  contracts 
supporting  law-related  education 
activities.  It  defines  “law-related 
education”  to  mean  education  to  equip 
nonlawyers  with  knowledge  and  skills 
-  pertaining  to  the  law,  the  legal  process, 
and  the  legal  system  and  the 
fundamental  principles  and  values  on 
which  these  are  based.  The  purpose  is  to 
enable  children,  youth,  and  adults  to  be 
more  informed  and  effective  citizens. 

The  Act  is  premised  on  congressional 
findings  that — 

(1)  There  is  a  lack  of  understanding  of 
how  our  system  of  law  and  legal 
institutions  works: 

(2)  That  understanding  is  essential  in 
developing  faith  and  appreciation  in  our 
democratic  system  of  government  and  in 
preparing  youth  to  be  knowledgeable, 
responsible  citizens;  and 

(3)  There  is  an  urgent  need  for  Federal 
involvement  to  encourage  and  support 
the  development  of  law-related 
education  programs. 

Under  the  Act,  the  Secretary  is 
authorized  to  fund  a  variety  of  law- 
related  education  activities,  including 
awareness  activities,  program  support, 
materials  and  methods  development, 
pilot  and  demonstration  projects, 
dissemination,  clearinghouse  activities, 
technical  assistance,  training,  research 
and  evaluation,  involvement  of  law- 
related  organizations,  and  youth 
internships. 

The  proposed  regulations  govern  grant 
and  contract  awards  beginning  in  Fiscal 
Year  (FY)  1981.  Regulations  are 
needed — 

(1)  To  clarify  the  scope  of  law-related 
education  as  defined  in  the  statute: 

(2)  To  establish  the  tj^pes  of  activities 
eligible  for  support; 

(3)  To  authorize  priorities  for  types  of 
activities;  and 

(4)  To  indicate  criteria  governing  the 
selection  of  grantees. 

B.  Basis  for  Changes 

Following  the  publication  of  proposed 
regulations  and  the  receipt  of  public 
comments,  final  regulations  were  issued 
for  the  Law-Related  Education  Act  on 
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April  24. 1980  (45  FR  27880).  Awards  for  ' 
FY 1980  were  made  on  the  basis  of  the 
regulations. 

The  Congress  passed  a  concurrent 
resolution  disapproving  the  regulations. 
The  House  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor  issued  a  report  objecting  to  the 
requirement  that  each  grantee  share  the 
costs  of  the  projects;  to  a  provision 
limiting  assistance  to  any  particular 
program  to  four  years  under  certain 
types  of  grants,  except  in  unusual 
circumstances;  and  to  the  establishment 
of  four  types  of  projects,  each  with  its 
own  separate  criteria  and  requirements. 

These  proposed  regulations  are  issued 
to  address  valid  concerns  regarding  the 
length  and  complexity  of  regulations 
and  the  degree  to  which  they  limit 
options  available  to  applicants  under 
th^rogram. 

The  proposed  regulations  differ  from 
the  previous  regualtions  in  the  following 
respects: 

(1)  The  regulations  have  been 
shortened  signiHcantly  and  been  made 
less  prescriptive.  Including  both  the 
preamble  and  the  regulations,  the 
document  has  been  cut  by  more  than  50 
percent,  and  the  regulation  text  alone 
has  been  cut  by  approximately  40 
percent. 

(2)  Cost  sharing  by  the  grantee  is  no 
longer  required. 

(3)  There  is  no  longer  a  4-year  limit  on 
support  to  particular  programs. 

(4)  The  provisions  establishing 
different  types  of  projects  and  separate 
criteria  for  them  have  been 
consolidated.  Section  161g.l2  authorizes 
projects  to  support  elementary  or 
secondary  school  law-related  education 
programs.  This  section  combines  the 
types  of  projects  described  under  the 
program  initiation,  program 
implementation,  and  technical 
assistance  categories  in  §§  161g.l2-14  of 
the  previous  regulations.  Section  161g.l3 
maintains  the  exemplary  project 
category  from  the  previous  regulations. 
This  is  a  broad  category  that  can  fund 
any  eirea  of  law-related  education 
authorized  imder  the  statute,  so  long  as 
the  project  is  exemplary. 

(5)  The  proposed  regulations  retain 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  to 
establish  priorities  among  the  types  of 
activities  described  in  the  regulations — 
and  to  reserve  funds  for  them — on  an 
annual  basis.  The  Secretary  believes 
that  this  authority  is  essential  in  order  to 
be  able  to  focus  the  program — and 
thereby  achieve  a  signiffcant  impact 
with  limited  funds.  By  providing  for  the 
reservation  of  funds  for  different  types 
of  activities,  the  proposed  regulations 
also  help  to  ensure  a  fair  competition  in 
which  like  applications  compete  against 
each  other. 


In  addition  to  commenting  on  the 
provisions  in  the  proposed  regulations, 
respondents  are  invited  to  propose 
alternative  approaches  that  take 
account  of  congressional  concerns  and 
that  respond  to  the  policy  objectives  of 
the  Act 

All  written  comments  submitted  in 
response  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection,  both  during  and 
after  the  comment  period,  in  Room  1634, 
Donohoe  Building,  400  6th  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  between  the  hours  of 
9  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday  of  each  week  except  on  Federal 
holidays. 

Dated:  September  12, 1980. 

Shirley  M.  Hufstedler, 

Secretary  of  Education. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.693,  Law-Related  Education.  Part  I 
of  0MB  Circular  A-95  does  not  apply  to  this 
program.) 

The  Secretary  of  Education  proposes 
to  revise  Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  Part  161g  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  161g— LAW  RELATED 
EDUCATION 

Subpart  A— General 

Sec. 

161g.l  The  Law-Related  Education  Program. 
161g.2  What  regulations  apply  to  the  Law- 
Related  Education  Program? 

161g.3  Who  is  eligible  to  apply? 

161g.4  Definitions. 

Subpart  B— What  Kinds  of  Activities  Does 
the  Secretary  Support  Under  This 
Program? 

161g.l0  What  are  the  eligible  projects; 
priorities? 

161g.ll  Non-duplication  of  procurements. 
161g.l2  Elementary  and  secondary  school 
projects. 

161g.l3  Exemplary  projects. 

Subpart  C— How  Does  One  Apply  for  a 
Grant? 

161g.20  What  limitations  apply  to 
applications? 

Subpart  D— How  Is  a  Grant  Made? 

161g.30  How  does  the  Secretary  evaluate  an 
application? 

161g.31  What  criteria  are  used  to  evaluate 
applications  for  elementary  and 
secondary  school  projects? 

161g.32  What  criteria  are  used  to  evaluate 
applications  for  exemplary  projects? 
161g.33  What  is  the  duration  of  support? 

Subpart  E— What  Conditions  Must  Be  Met 
by  a  Grantee? 

161g.40  What  are  the  hmitations  on 
allowable  costs? 

Authority:  Part  G  of  Title  III  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education  Act  of 
1966,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-561,  92  Stat. 
2216  (20  U.S.C.  3001-03). 


Subpart  A— General 

§  161g.1  The  Law-Related  Education 
Program. 

(a)  The  Law-Related  Education 
Program  is  designed  to  give  persons 
knowledge  and  skills  pertaining  to  the 
law,  the  legal  process,  and  the  legal 
system,  and  the  fimdamental  principles 
and  values  on  which  these  are  based. 

(b)  The  purpose  of  law-related 
education  is  to  enable  nonlawyers, 
including  children,  youth,  and  adults,  to 
be  more  informed  and  effective  citizens. 

(c)  Law-related  education  may  include 
a  variety  of  learning  approaches  in  such 
subject  areas  as — 

(1)  Fundamental  legal  principles  and 
the  values  on  which  they  are  based; 

(2)  The  Bill  of  Rights  and  other 
constitutional  law; 

(3)  The  role  and  limits  of  law  in  a 
democratic  society,  both  past  and 
present; 

(4)  The  Federal  lawmaking  process; 

(5)  The  role  of  law  in  avoiding  and 
resolving  conflicts; 

(6)  Development  and  administration  of 
rules; 

(7)  The  administration  of  the  criminal 
and  civil  justice  systems,  and  their 
strengths  and  weaknesses; 

(8)  Systems  and  codes  of  "informal 
laws"  that  define  and  shape  the 
behavior  of  groups  and  communities: 

(9)  Issues  of  authority,  freedom, 
enforcement,  and  punishment; 

(10)  Law  as  a  vehicle  to  illuminate  and 
resolve  social  and  political  issues; 

(11)  Areas  of  law  that  affect  the  daily 
lives  of  citizens  (e.g.,  criminal, 
consumer,  labor,  education, 
administrative,  environmental,  and 
family  law); 

(12)  Comparative  law  that  examines 
law  and  its  role  in  different  societies 
and  cultures; 

(13)  Indian  law;  and 

(14)  The  application  of  the  above 
subject  areas  to  school  policies  and 
practices. 

(d)  Law-related  education  does  not 
include  direct  training  for  careers  in  law. 
It  does  not  include  programs  designed 
exclusively  or  primarily  to  provide 
information  to  persons  preparing  for  or 
working  in  a  particular  profession  on  a 
speciffc  law  or  set  of  laws  that  affect 
that  profession. 

(20  U.S.C.  3001,  3002;  S.  Rep.  No.  95-856, 

Pages  41-42) 

§  161g.2  What  regulations  apply  to  the 
Law-Related  Education  Program? 

The  following  regulations  apply  to 
grants  under  the  Law-Related  Education 
Act: 

(a)  The  Education  Division  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  In 
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part  100a  (Direct  Grant  Programs]  and 
part  100c  (Definitions). 

(b)  The  regulations  in  this  part  161g. 

(20  u  s  e.  1221e-3,  3001.  3002) 

§  161g.3  Who  is  eligible  to  apply? 

A  State  educational  agency  (SEA), 
local  educational  agency  (LEA),  or  other 
public  or  nonprofit  private  agency, 
organization,  or  institution  may  apply 
for  a  grant.  An  applicant  may  apply 
singly  or  jointly  with  another  eligible 
applicant,  as  provided  in  §§  100a  .127 
through  l(X)a.l29  of  EDGAR. 

(20  U.S.C.  3002(a)) 

§  161g.4  Definitions. 

As  used  in  these  regulations — 

“Act"  means  the  Law-Related 
Education  Act  of  1978  that  is  enacted  by 
Pub.  L.  95-561  as  Part  G  of  Title  III  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  of  1965. 

“Interested  groups  and  individuals” 
include  the  appropriate  SEAs,  LEAs. 
schools  of  education,  community 
organizations,  law-related 
organizations,  agencies,  and  personnel 
such  as  bar  associations,  lawyers,  law 
schools,  law  students,  and  law 
enforcement  persormel,  teachers,  school 
principals,  other  educational 
administrators,  parents  of  elementary 
and  secondary  school  students,  and 
other  persons  who  conduct  or  provide 
support  for  law-related  education 
programs. 

(20  U.S.C.  1221e-3(a)(l),  3001) 

Subpart  B— What  Kinds  of  Activities 
Does  the  Secretary  Support  Under 
This  Program? 

§  161g.10  What  are  the  eligible  projects; 
priorities? 

(a)  Eligible  projects.  The  Secretary 
awards  grants  to  support  any  law- 
related  education  activities  authorized 
under  the  Act, 

(b)  Annual  priority  areas.  The 
Secretary  annually  may  reserve  funds  to 
support  some,  all,  or  a  combination  of 
the  following  types  of  projects; 

(1)  Projects  to  support  law-related 
education  programs  in  elementary  or 
secondary  schools  or  both,  as  described 
in  §  161g.l2.  In  this  area,  the  Secretary 
may  reserve  funds  for — 

(i)  Projects  to  plan  and  establish  new 
law-related  education  programs; 

(ii)  Projects  to  strengthen  or  expand 
established  law-related  education 
programs; 

(iii)  Projects  to  provide  technical 
assistance  from  established  law-related 
education  programs  to  other 
organizations  in  one  or  more  States; 


(2)  Projects' to  carry  out  exemplary 
activities  in  any  area  authorized  by  the 
Act,  as  described  in  §  161g.l3. 

(20  U.S.C.  3002) 

§  161g.11  Nonduplication  of 
procurements. 

The  Secretary  does  not  fund  a  grant  to 
support  activities  that  duplicate  any 
procurement  activities  under  the  Act. 

(20  U.S.C.  3002) 

§  161g.12  Elementary  and  secondary 
school  projects. 

(a)  Purposes.  The  Secretary  awards 
grants  to  support  law-related  education 
programs  that  serve  elementary  or 
secondary  schools  or  both  in  a  State, 
school  district  or  combination  of  school 
districts  to — 

(1)  plan  and  establish  a  new  program; 
or 

(2)  strengthen  or  expand  an  already 
established  program — or  provide 
technical  assistance  from  the  program  to 
other  organization  in  one  or  more 
States — or  both 

(b)  Activities.  To  carry  out  these 
purposes  the  Secretary  awards  grants 
that  support; 

(1)  The  planning  and  implementation 
of  awareness  and  training  activities — 
such  as  workshops,  seminars,  courses, 
or  institutes — for  interested  groups  and 
individuals; 

(2)  The  planning,  development,  and 
adaptation  of  curriculum  and  resource 
materials  such  as  curriculum  guides, 
resource  publications,  and  lesson  plans 
to  the  extent  that  they  are  incidental  to 
training  activities; 

(3)  Technical  assistance  to  help 
individual  participants  plan  and 
implement  the  law-related  education 
program  in  elementary  or  secondary 
schools  and  classrooms;  and 

(4)  Activities  to  mobilize  and 
coordinate  financial  and  programmatic 
support  for  the  program  by  interested 
groups  and  individuals. 

(5)  In  the  case  of  grants  to  already 
established  programs — technical 
assistance  to  other  agencies  or 
organizations  in  one  or  more  States  to 
help  them  identify  and  use  available 
resources  in  initiating  or  conducting 
law-related  education  programs  in 
elementary  or  secondary  schools  or 
both.  Already  established  programs 
proposing  24  month  projects  must 
include  technical  assistance  activities 
under  this  subparagraph  by  the  second 
year  of  the  project. 

(20  U.S.C.  3002(d);  S.  Rep.  No.  95-856.  pages 
41-42) 

§161g.13  Exemplary  projects. 

(a)  General.  The  Secretary  awards 
grants  under  this  section  to  support 


innovative  activities  at  any  level  of 
education  and  in  any  area  of  law-related 
education  authorized  under  the  Act.  The 
project  shall  address  education 
authorized  under  the  Act.  The  project 
shall  address  needs  that  have  not  been 
adequately  addressed  by  any  law- 
related  education  program  or  take  a 
particularly  new  and  exemplary 
approach  that  has  not  been  taken  by 
any  law-related  education  program. 

(b)  Significance  of  project.  The  project 
must  be  of  national  or  regional 
significance  by — 

(1)  Carrying  out  activities  that  are 
national  or  regional  in  scope; 

(2)  Developing  a  model  program  or 
product  that  can  be  used,  copied,  or 
adapted  by  other  agencies  and 
institutions  in  other  places;  or 

(3)  Addressing  a  particularly  critical 
need  in  law-related  education. 

(20  U.S.C.  3002(d):  S.  Rep.  No.  95-856.  pages 
41-42) 

Subpart  C — How  Does  One  Apply  for  a 
Grant? 

§  161g.20  What  limitations  apply  to 
applications? 

(a)  An  application  from  an  LEA  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  in 

§§  lOOa.138  through  lOOa.141  of  EDGAR 
concerning  an  open  meeting  on  the 
application. 

(b)  An  application  from  an  LEA  or 
SEA  must  document  compliance  with 
Section  302(b]  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act,  as 
implemented  by  §  lOOa.650  of  EDGAR, 
concerning  the  opportunity  for 
participation  by  private  school  children. 

(c)  An  application  for  the  second  year 
of  an  approved  two-year  project  must 
comply  with  §  lOOa.118  of  EDGAR  and — 

(1)  Provide  a  budget  for  the  second 
year; 

(2)  Detail  any  proposed  project 
changes,  as  described  in  §  lOOa.llO  of 
EDGAR;  and 

(3)  Provide  a  detailed  project 
description  for  the  second  year — as 
required  in  §  lOOa.llO  of  EDGAR — if  this 
description  was  not  fully  provided  in  the 
original  project  application. 

(20  U.S.C.  3002(c)) 

Subpart  D — How  Is  a  Grant  Made? 

§  161g.30  How  does  the  Secretary 
evaluate  an  application? 

(a)  The  Secretary  decides  whether  or 
not  to  fund  an  application  within  any 
established  funding  reservations  based 
on  the  following  factors: 

(1)  The  criteria  for  evaluating 
applications  in  §  161g.31  (Elementary 
and  secondary  school  projects)  or 
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1 161g.32  (exemplary  projects],  as 
applicable. 

(1)  The  maximum  possible  score  for  an 
application  is  100  points.  The  maximum 
possible  score  for  each  criterion  reflects 
the  degree  of  importance  assigned  to 
that  criterion  by  the  Secretary  and  is 
indicated  in  parentheses. 

(ii)  In  evaluating  an  application  under 
the  appropriate  criteria  from  an 
applicant  that  previously  received  a 
grant  under  the  Act,  the  Secretary 
places  great  emphasis  on  the  success  of 
the  previously  funded  project  in 
reaching  its  objectives. 

(2)  Whether  funding  the  proposed 
project  will  contribute  to  the  widest 
possible  distribution  of  law-related 
education  programs  throughout  the 
United  States. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  decline  to  fund 
a  project  if  it  comes  wiAin  a  priority  of 
another  Federal  agency. 

(20  U.S.C.  3001,  3002) 

$  161g.31  What  criteria  are  used  to 
evaluate  applications  for  elementary  and 
secondary  school  projects? 

In  evaluating  applications  to  plan  and 
initiate,  to  strengthen  or  expand,  or  to 
provide  technical  assistance  to  law- 
related  education  programs  under 
i  ieig.12,  the  Secretary  considers  the 
following: 

(a)  Quality  of  the  project  (25  points) 

The  quality  of  the  applicant's  law- 
related  education  project.  In  applying 
this  criterion,  the  Secretary  considers — 

(1)  Evidence  of  success  of  the 
applicant’s  materials,  programs,  or 
approaches  in  law-related  education 
and  in  the  types  of  activities  proposed  in 
the  project: 

(2)  The  applicant’s  and  the  staffs 
experience  in  the  knowledge  of  law- 
related  education,  or  provisions  to 
obtain  training  and  technical  assistance 
from  persons  or  groups  experienced  in 
law-related  education; 

(3)  How  the  project  addresses  a 
diversity  of  learning  approaches  that 
are — 

(i)  Appropriate  to  the  students  to 
whom  the  project  is  directed; 

(ii)  Designed  to  address  gains  not  only 
in  students’  knowledge,  but  also  in  their 
attutudes  and  skills; 

(iii)  Balanced  and  based  on  sound 
scholarship  and  do  no  advocate  , 
particular  legal  or  political  viewpoints. 

(4)  The  nature  and  scope  of  proposed 
training  activities  for  participating 
individuals,  including  the  extent  of 
continuing  on-site  training. 

(5)  The  likely  quality  of  proposed 
technical  assistance  activities  under 
S  161g.l2(b)(5),  including — 

(i)  The  applicant’s  plans  for 
identifying  the  communities  to  receive 


technical  assistance  services  and  for 
obtaining  the  commitment  of 
representative  educational,  law-related, 
and  other  organizations  in  these 
commimities  to  participate  in  the  project 
and  to  implement  law-related  education 
activities; 

(ii)  The  applicant’s  capacity  and  plans 
to  respond  to  the  needs  and  interests  of 
local  communities  to  be  assisted; 

(iii)  The  nature  and  scope  of  the 
proposed  technical  assistance  activities, 
including  the  extent  of  continuing,  on¬ 
site  technical  assistance  and  the  extent 
to  which  recipients  of  technical 
assistance  will  be  exposed  to  a  variety 
of  law-related  education  models, 
materials,  and  approaches. 

(b)  Plan  of  operation.  (12  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  plan  of  operation  for 
the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  High  quality  in  the  design  of  the 
project; 

(ii)  An  effective  plan  of  management 
that  insures  proper  and  efBcient 
administration  of  the  project: 

(iii)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
objectives  of  the  project  relate  to  the 
purpose  of  the  program; 

(iv)  The  way  the  applicant  plans  to 
use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective; 

(v)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
applicant  will  provide  equal  access  and 
treatment  for  eligible  project 
participants  who  are  members  of  groups 
that  have  been  traditionally 
underrepresented,  such  as — 

(A)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(B)  Women; 

(C)  Handicapped  persons;  and 

(D)  The  elderly. 

(vi)  If  the  applicant  is  a  State  or  local 
educational  agency,  how  the  applicant 
will  provide  an  opportunity  for  the 
participation  of  children  in  private 
schools. 

(c)  Likelihood  of  sustaining  program. 
(20  points) 

llie  likelihood  that  the  project  will 
help  the  applicant  or  organizations  that 
receive  technical  assistance  sustain  a 
viable  law-related  education  program.  In 
applying  this  criterion,  the  Secretary 
considers  the  adequacy  of  the 
applicant’s  plan  for  institutionalizing 
law-related  education  or  for  assisting 
other  organizations  to  institutionalize 
law-related  education,  including 
evidence  of: 

(1)  A  plan  for  integrating  law-relating 
education  as  a  regular  part  of  the  school 
curriculum; 


(2)  The  participation  of  interested 
groups  and  individuals  in  planning  and 
managing  the  project; 

(3)  A  realistic  plan  for  developing 
financial  support  to  continue  the 
program  after  Federal  funding  expires, 
or,  with  respect  to  technical  assistance 
activities,  for  helping  recipients  develop 
this  support  for  their  programs. 

(d)  Need  for  support.  (13  points) 

(1)  With  respect  to  an  application  to 
initiate  a  new  law-related  education 
program — 

(1)  'The  need  and  rationale  for  the 
applicant’s  program  at  the  site  and 
grade  levels  at  which  it  is  directed:  and 

(ii)  The  financial  need  of  the 
applicant’s  program  and  the  extent  to 
which  the  project  is  likely — both  directly 
and  indirectly — to  strengthen  the 
program’s  frnancial  capacity  to  sustain 
and  provide  technical  assistance  in  law- 
related  education. 

(2)  With  respect  to  an  application 
from  an  established  program  that 
requests  funding  only  to  provide 
technical  assistance  to  other 
organizations,  the  need  and  interest  of 
communities  to  receive  technical 
assistance  from  the  project,  as 
documented  in  the  application. 

(3)  Applications  designed  to 
strengthen  an  existing  program  and  to 
provide  technical  assistance  to  other 
organizations  are  evaluated  under  (d)(1) 
and  (2)  of  this  section. 

(e)  Breadth  of  the  proposed  programs. 
(5  points) 

■The  breadth  of  the  law-related 
education  programs  likely  to  be 
developed  as  a  result  of  Uie  project.  In 
applying  this  criterion,  the  Secretary 
considers — 

(1)  The  numbers  of  students,  teachers, 
and  schools  proposed  to  be  served  by 
the  applicant’s  program  and  by 
programs  given  tedmical  assistance; 
and 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  the  project 
will  increase  the  capacity  of  State  or 
local  organizations  to  offer  law-related 
education  at  a  variety  of  grade  levels 
and  educational  settings. 

(20  U.S.C.  3001,  3002) 

(f)  Quality  of  key  personnel.  (12 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  key  personnel  the 
applicant  plans  to  use  on  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  qualifications  of  the  project 
director  (if  one  is  to  be  used); 

(ii)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 
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(iii)  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (f)(2)(i)  and  (ii) 
of  this  section  plans  to  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv)  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant, 
as  part  of  its  nondiscriminatory 
employment  practices,  encourages 
applications  for  employment  from 
persons  who  are  members  of  groups  that 
have  been  traditionally 
underrepresented,  such  as  members  of 
racial  or  ethnic  minority  groups,  women, 
handicapped  persons,  and  the  elderly. 

(3)  To  determine  the  qualifications  of 
a  person,  the  Secretary  considers 
evidence  of  past  experience  and  training 
in  fields  related  to  the  objectives  of  the 
project,  as  well  as  other  information  that 
the  applicant  provides. 

(g)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (5 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  project  has  an  adequate  budget 
and  is  cost  effective. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows— 

(i)  The  budget  for  the  project  is 
adequate  to  support  the  project 
activities;  and 

(ii)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project. 

(h)  Evaluation  plan.  (5  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  evaluation  plan  for  the 
project. 

(See  45  CFR  §  lOOa.590 — Evaluation  by  the 
grantee.) 

(2)  The  Secretary'  looks  for 
information  that  shows  methods  of 
evaluation  that  are  appropriate  for  the 
project  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  are 
objective  and  produce  data  that  are 
quantihable. 

(i)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (3  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  applicant  plans  to  devote 
adequate  resources  to  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  facilities  that  the  applicant 
plans  to  use  are  adequate;  and 

(ii)  The  equipment  and  supplies  that 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  are  adequate. 
(20  U.S.C.  3001,  3002) 

§  161g.32  What  criteria  are  used  to 
evaluate  applications  for  exemplary 
projects? 

In  evaluating  applications  for 
exemplary  grants,  the  Secretary 
considers — 

(a)  Importance  of  need.  (18  points] 

The  importance  of  the  need  addressed 
by  the  project,  as  documented  by 
objective  evidence  in  the  application.  In 


applying  this  criterion,  the  Secretary 
considers  the  extent  to  which  the 
project— if  successful — contributes  to 
the  Act’s  purposes  to  expand 
opportunities  for  law-related  education 
throughout  the  United  States  and  to 
improve  the  quality  of  law-related 
education  programs. 

(b)  Innovativeness.  (13  points) 

The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 

project  addresses  needs  that  have  not 
been  adequately  addressed  by  any  law- 
related  education  program  or  the  extent 
to  which  the  proposed  project  uses  a 
particularly  new  and  exemplary 
approach  that  has  not  been  taken  by 
any  law-related  education  program. 

(c)  Quality  of  activities.  (16  points] 
Quality  of  the  law-related  education 

activities  in  the  project.  In  applying  this 
criterion,  the  Secretary  considers  how 
the  project  addresses  the  need  for  sound 
scholarship,  quality  control,  and 
balanced  cuniculiun  that  does  not 
advocate  particular  legal  or  political 
viewpoints. 

(d)  Plan  of  operation.  (10  points) 

The  Secretary  evaluates  an 

application  on  the  basis  of  the  criterion 
in  §  161g.31(b). 

(e)  Evaluation  plan.  (12  points) 

The  Secretary  evaluates  an 

application  on  the  basis  of  the  criterion 
in  §  161g.31(h). 

(f)  Quality  of  key  personnel.  (13 
points] 

The  Secretary  evaluates  an 
application  on  the  basis  of  the  criterion 
in  §  161g.31(f). 

(g)  Applicant’s  experience.  (10  points) 
The  applicant’s  knowledge  of  and 

experience  in  law-related  education. 

(h)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (5 
points) 

The  Secretary  evaluates  an 
application  on  the  basis  of  the  criterion 
in  §  161g.31(g). 

(i)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (3  points] 
The  Secretary  evaluates  an 

application  on  the  basis  of  the  criterion 
in  §  161g.31(i). 

(20  U.S.C.  3001,  3002) 

§  161g.33  What  Is  the  duration  of  support? 

The  Secretary  approves  a  project  for  a 
period  of  up  to  two  years.  A  multi-year 
application  must  comply  with  §  lOOa.117 
of  EDGAR.  Approval  of  a  project  for 
more  than  a  year  and  the  award  of 
continuation  grants  within  the  project 
period  are  subject  to  the  provisions  in 
§§  lOOa.250  through  lOOa.254  of  EDGAR. 
(20  U.S.C.  1221e-3) 


Subpart  E— What  Conditions  Must  be 
Met  by  a  Grantee? 

§  161g.40  What  are  the  limitations  on 
allowable  costs? 

Allowable  costs  imder  a  grant  are 
direct  and  indirect  costs  incurred  by  the 
grantee  in  carrying  out  the  approved 
project,  subject  to  the  applicable  cost 
principles  provided  or  referenced  in 
§  §  lOOa.530  through  lOOa.534  of  EDGAR 
except  that — 

(a)  Construction  and  other  capital 
costs  are  not  allowable;  and 

(b)  Equipment  costs  may  not  exceed 
five  percent  of  the  grant  amount. 

(20  U.S.C.  1221e-3) 
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ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION 

Proposed  Programmatic  Memorandum 
of  Agreement:  California  Desert 
Conservation  Area 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
§  800.8  of  the  Council's  regulations, 
“Protection  of  Historic  and  Cultural 
Fb'operties”  (36  CFR  Part  800),  that  the 
Council  intends  to  execute  a 
Programmatic  Memorandum  of 
Agreement  (PMOA)  with  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  and  the  California  State 
Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SHPO) 
providing  for  the  protection  of  historic 
and  cultural  properties  through  ongoing 
land-use  planning  and  management  in 
the  California  Desert  Conservation 
Area. 

The  PMOA  will  establish  mechanisms 
for  identification  of  historic  and  cultural 
properties  in  advance  of  land-use 
decisions  and  actions  under  the 
California  Desert  Conservation  Area 
Plan,  methods  of  consultation  to 
determine  appropriate  ways  to  treat 
such  properties,  standards  for  their 
treatment,  and  reporting  methods. 

Copies  of  the  draft  PMOA  are 
available  from  the  Executive  Director, 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic 
Preservation,  1522  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005,  ATTN:  Dr.  T.  F. 
King.  Comments  will  be  accepted  for  a 
period  of  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
notice. 

Dated:  September  17. 1980. 

Robert  R.  Garvey,  Jr., 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29168  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-10-M 


ARMS  CONTROL  AND  DISARMAMENT 
AGENCY 

Hubert  H.  Humphrey  Fellowship 
Competition 

The  U.S.  Arms  Control  and 
Disarmament  Agency  will  conduct  a 
competition  in  1981  for  one  year  Hubert 
H.  Humphrey  Fellowships  in  arms 
control  and  disarmament.  The 
fellowships  will  support  unclassified 
doctoral  dissertation  research  in  the 
field.  Law  candidates  for  the  Juris 
Doctor  or  any  higher  degree  are  also 
eligible,  if  they  are  writing  a  substantial 
paper  in  partial  fulfillment  of  degree 
requirements.  The  fellowship  stipends 
for  Ph.  D.  candidates  will  be  $4,800,  plus 
applicable  tuition  and  fees  for  one  year 
up  to  a  maximum  of  $3,400.  Stipends  and 
tuition  for  law  candidates  will  be 
prorated  according  to  the  credits  given 
for  the  research  paper.  Fellows  must  be 
citizens  or  nationals  of  the  U.S.  and 
degree  candidates  at  a  U.S.  university. 
The  application  deadline  for  the  awards, 
which  are  for  the  period  beginning 
September,  1981,  is  March  16, 1981  and 
announcement  of  final  selection  will  be 
on  June  15, 1981.  For  information  and 
application  materials  write:  Hubert  H. 
Humphrey  Fellowship  Program,  Office 
of  Public  Affairs,  U.S.  Arms  Control  and 
Disarmament  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20451. 

Dated:  September  5, 1980. 

Lawrence  D.  Weiler, 

Special  Assistant  for  Public  and  Academic 
Liaison. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29228  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am| 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
[Docket  33712;  Order  80-9-89] 

Tiger  International-Seaboard  World 
Airlines  Acquisition  Case;  Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  offices  in  Washington,  DC. 
on  the  15th  day  of  September,  1980. 

By  Orders  80-7-20  and  80-7-21 
(Notice  released  May  19, 1980  and 
effective  July  7, 1980)  we  approved  the 
application  of  Tiger  International,  Inc. 
for  its  acquisition  of  control  of  Seaboard 
World  Airlines.  Inc.  and  the  merger  of 
its  subsidiary.  Tiger  Subsidiary,  Inc.. 


into  Seaboard.  Our  approval  was 
conditioned  upon  our  receiving 
notification  from  Tiger  International  and 
the  surviving  subsidiary  corporation. 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  that  they 
unequivocally  accepted  labor  protective 
provisions.* 

On  August  21, 1980  Tiger 
International,  on  behalf  of  itself  and  its 
air  carrier  subsidiary,  informed  us  of  its 
acceptance  of  the  labor  protective 
provisions.  As  a  result,  the  last  obstacle 
to  the  completion  of  a  merger  of 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc.  and  the 
Tiger  International  subsidiary.  Tiger 
Subsidiary,  Inc.,  has  been  removed  and 
we  will  transfer  old  Seaboard’s 
certificate  and  exemption  authority  to 
the  new  Tiger  International  subsidiary 
corporation.  Seaboard  World  Airlines, 
Inc. 

Tiger  International  has  also  applied 
for  Board  approval  of  several  technical 
steps  to  implement  the  merger. 

No  comments  have  been  filed  on 
Tiger’s  application. 

In  accordance  with  Tiger’s  request,  we 
approve  a  merger  of  The  Flying  Tiger 
Lfne  Inc.,  and  new  Seaboard.  'The 
merger  raises  no  section  408  issues  that 
were  not  addressed  when  we 
considered  the  acquisition  of  control  of 
Seaboard  by  Tiger  International.  The 
Judge’s  decision,  which  we  adopted  and 
transmitted  to  the  President  for  his 
approval,  clearly  contemplated  that  the 
two  Tiger  subsidiaries  would  be 
operated  by  FTL  as  integrated 
companies  and  eventually  consolidated 
into  a  single  firm  under  FTL 
management  and  control.^ 

We  will  also  grant  Tiger’s  other 
requests.  We  approve  the  transfer  of  all 
of  FTL’s  interstate,  overseas  and  foreign 
certificate  and  exemption  authority  to 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc,  We  find 
that  the  change  in  the  carrier’s  name  is 
not  contrary  to  the  public  interest  and  is 
in  accord  with  Board  precedent  and 
policy.  We  will  reissue  to  The  Flying 
Tiger  Line  Inc.,  all  the  certificate  and 
exemption  authority  issued  to  Seaboard 
World  Airlines,  Inc.,  above. 


'  See  Appendix  B  to  Orders  80-7-20/21:  ordering 
paragraph  3  of  Order  80-7-20. 

‘Tiger  has  not  requested  antitrust  immunity  for 
the  new  technical  Seaboard-FTL  merger  and  none 
will  be  granted. 
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Finally,  the  acceptance  of  labor 
protective  provisions  will  be  a  condition 
to  a  merger  of  FTL  and  new  Seaboard. 
However,  since  Tiger  International  has 
already  accepted  that  condition,  on  its 
own  behalf  and  for  the  surviving 
subsidiary,  there  is  no  reason  to  delay 
the  transfer  of  authority  Tiger  requests. 

Accordingly; 

1.  We  issue  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  to  Seaboard 
World  Airlines,  Inc.  for  routes  119, 119A, 
205  and  205F  and  such  other  domestic, 
overseas  and  foreign  certificate  and 
exemption  authority  as  Seaboard  holds 
at  the  time  of  the  merger; 

2.  We  approve  application  of  Tiger 
International  Inc.,  for  the  merger  of  its 
subsidiary.  The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc., 
into  its  subsidiary.  Seaboard  World 
Airlines,  Inc.,  and  the  transfer  of  FTL’s 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  for  routes  100  and  163  and 
such  domestic,  overseas  and  foreign 
certificate  and  exemption  authority  as 
FTL  holds  at  the  time  of  the  merger  to 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc.; 

3.  We  approve  the  application  of  Tiger 
International  to  change  the  name  of  its 
subsidiary.  Seaboard  World  Airlines, 
Inc.,  pursuant  to  Part  215  of  the  Board’s 
Economic  Regulations.  The  new  name  of 
the  carrier  will  be  The  Flying  Tiger  Line 
Inc.; 

4.  We  reissue,  in  the  attached  form, 
the  certificates  issued  to  Seaboard 
World  Airlines,  Inc.,  by  ordering 
paragraphs  1  and  2,  above,  to  the  Flying 
Tiger  Line  Inc.; 

5.  These  certificates  will  be  signed  on 
the  Board’s  behalf  by  its  Secretary  and 
will  have  the  seal  of  the  Board  affixed, 
and  will  be  effective  on  October  1, 1980; 

6.  Upon  the  effectiveness  of  the 
certificates  issued  by  ordering 
paragraph  4,  above,  the  certificates  of 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc.  for  routes 
119, 119A.  205  and  205A  and  of  The 
Flying  Tiger  Line  for  routes  100  and  163, 
now  in  effect,  are  cancelled;  and 

7.  All  other  outstanding  authority 
issed  by  the  Board  to  Seaboard  World 
Airlines,  Inc.  and  the  existing  Tiger 
International  subsidiary  corporation. 
The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.,  is  transferred 
to  the  new  Tiger  International 
subsidiary  corporation.  The  Flying  Tiger 
Line  Inc.,  which  must  assume  all  the 
privileges  and  obligations  under  that 
authority,  effective  October  1, 1980. 

We  will  publish  this  Order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

CertiBcate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  (as  Reissued)  fra:  Route  100 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.  is  hereby 
authorized,  subject  to  the  provisions 
hereinafter  set  forth,  the  provisions  of  Title 


IV  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and 
the  orders,  rules,  and  regulations  issued 
thereunder,  to  engage  in  air  transportation 
with  respect  to  property  and  mail,  as  follows: 

Between  the  terminal  point  Los  Angeles- 
Ontario,  Calif.,  the  intermediate  points  San 
Francisco-Oakland-San  Jose,  Calif.,  Portland, 
Oreg.,  Seattle-Tacoma,  Wash.,  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  Rockford  and  Chicago,  111.,  Detroit, 

Mich.,  Cleveland.  Ohio,  Buffalo,  Syracuse, 
and  Binghamton,  N.Y.,  Hiiladelphia,  Pa.,  New 
York.  N.Y.-Newark.  N.J.,  Hartford,  Conn.- 
Springfield,  Mass.,  and  the  terminal  point. 
Mass. 

The  service  herein  authorized  is  subject  to 
the  following  terms,  conditions,  and 
limitations; 

(1)  The  holder  shall  render  service  to  and 
from  each  of  the  points  named  herein,  except 
as  temporary  suspensions  of  service  may  be 
authorized  by  the  Board,  and  may  begin  or 
terminate,  or  begin  and  terminate,  trips  at 
points  short  of  terminal  points. 

(2)  The  holder  may  render  scheduled 
nonstop  service  between  any  two  points  not 
consecutively  named  herein  between  which 
service  is  authorized  hereby,  without 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  Part  202  of 
the  Economic  Regulations. 

(3)  The  holder  may  continue  to  serve 
regularly  any  point  named  herein  through  the 
airport  last  regularly  used  by  the  holder  to 
serve  such  point  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  certificate.  Upon  compliance  with  such 
procedure  relating  thereto  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Board,  the  holder  may,  in 
addition  to  the  service  hereinabove  expressly 
prescribed,  regularly  serve  a  point  named 
herein  through  any  airport  convenient 
thereto. 

(4)  The  holder  may  transport,  at  the 
expense  of  the  shipper,  one  or  more 
attendants  with  any  shipment  provided  that 
such  attendant  may  be  transported  only 
when  actually  accompanying  the  shipment 
and  may  not  be  transported  from  the 
destination  of  the  shipment  to  its  origin  or 
otherwise. 

(5)  The  holder  shall  not  schedule  single¬ 
plane  service  through  the  San  Jose  airport 
between  San  Francisco-Oakland-San  Jose, 
Calif.,  and  the  following  points:  Seattle- 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg. 

(6)  The  holder  shall  not  schedule  single¬ 
plane  service  through  the  Ontario  airport 
between  Los  Angeles-Ontario,  Calif.,  and  the 
following  points:  Seattle-Tacoma,  Wash, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  and  San  Francisco-Oakland- 
San  Jose,  Calif. 

(7)  The  holder’s  authority  herein  to  engage 
in  the  transportation  of  mail  is  limited  to  the 
carriage  of  mail  on  a  nonsubsidy  basis,  i.e„ 
on  a  service  mail  rate  to  be  paid  entirely  by 
the  Postmaster  General. 

The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to  the 
conditions  set  forth  in  Appendix  A  to  Orders 
75-10-65/66,  and  any  amendments  or 
revisions  thereof  as  the  Board  may  find 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity. 

The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
reasonable  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations 
required  by  the  public  interest  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board 

In  accepting  this  certificate,  the  holder 
acknowledges  and  agrees  that  it  is  only 


entitled  to  receive  service  mail  pay,  as 
specified  herein,  for  the  mail  service  rendered 
or  to  be  rendered  and  that  it  is  not  authorized 
to  request  or  receive  any  compensation  for 
mail  service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  in 
excess  of  the  amount  payable  by  the 
Postmaster  General. 

'This  certificate  shall  be  effective  on 
October  1, 1980. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  directed 
its  Secretary  to  execute  this  certificate  and  to 
affix  the  Board's  seal  on  September  15. 1980. 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  (as  Reissued)  for  Route  119 
The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.  is  authorized, 
subject  to  the  following  provisions,  the 
provisions  of  Title  IV  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  and  the  orders,  rules,  and 
regulations  issued  under  it,  to  engage  in 
foreign  air  transportation  of  property  and 
mail: 

1.  Between  the  coterminal  points  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.;  San  Francisco-Oakland-San 
Jose,  Calif.;  Chicago,  111.;  Detroit,  Mich.; 
Cleveland,  Ohio;  Washington,  D.C-Baltimore, 
Md.  (to  be  served  through  Dulles 
International  Airport  or  Baltimore- 
Washingfon  International  Airport); 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  New  York,  N.Y.-Newark, 

N.J.:  Boston,  Mass.;  and  Bangor,  Maine;  Dover 
Air  Force  Base,  Delaware;  and  McGuire  Air 
Force  Base,  New  Jersey;  intermediate  points 
in  Newfoimdland,  Canada;  Ireland;  the 
United  Kingdom;  France:  the  Netherlands; 
Belgium;  Western  Germany;  Denmark; 
Norway;  Sweden;  Switzerland;  and  Italy,  and 
a  terminal  point  in  Italy. 

2.  Between  the  coterminal  points  San 
Francisco  and  Los  Angeles.  California;  the 
intermediate  point  Chicago,  Illinois;  and  the 
coterminal  points  Toronto  and  Montreal, 
Canada. 

The  approved  service  plan  designating  the 
specific  points  to  be  served  by  the  holder 
within  each  area  described  above  shall  be 
determined  in  accordance  with  such 
procedure  as  may  from  time  to  time  be 
prescribed  by  the  Board. 

The  service  herein  authorized  is  subject  to 
the  following  terms,  conditions,  and 
limitations: 

(1)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of 
this  certificate,  the  holder  shall  at  all  times 
conduct  its  operations  in  accordance  with  all 
treaties  and  agreements  between  the  United 
States  and  other  countries,  and  the  exercise 
of  the  privileges  granted  by  this  certificate 
shall  be  subject  to  compliance  with  such 
treaties  and  agreements  and  to  any  orders  of 
the  Board  issued  under  them  or  for  the 
purpose  of  requiring  compliance  with  them. 

(2)  The  holder  shall  render  service  to  and 
from  such  of  the  points  in  the  approved 
service  plan  as  fixed  from  time  to  time  and  to 
and  from  each  of  the  points  specifically 
named  here  excepted  as  temporary 
suspensions  of  service  may  be  authorized  by 
the  Board,  and  shall  not  render  service  to  any 
point  not  included  in  the  approved  in  service 
plan  as  fixed  from  time  to  time  or  not 
included  among  the  points  specifically  named 
here.  The  holder  may  begin  or  terminate,  or 
begin  and  terminate,  trips  at  points  short  of 
terminal  points. 
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(3)  Upon  compliance  with  such  procedure 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Board,  the 
holder  may  regularly  serve  a  point  authorized 
to  be  served  under  the  approved  service  plan, 
as  fixed  from  time  to  time,  though  any  airport 
convenient  and  may  render  scheduled 
nonstop  service  omitting  one  or  more  of  the 
intermediate  points  authorized  to  be  served 
pursuant  to  the  approved  service  plan  as 
fixed  from  time  to  time. 

(4)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of 
this  certificate  the  authority  to  reserve 
Bangor,  Me.,  is  permissive  and  shall 
terminate  on  January  21, 1980. 

(5)  The  exercise  of  the  authority  granted 
herein  shall  be  subject  to  there  being  first 
obtained  from  the  appropriate  foreign 
governments  such  operating  rights  as  may  be 
necessary. 

(6)  The  holder  may  transport,  at  the 
expense  of  the  shipper,  cargo  attendants  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
lATA  resolutions  approved  by  the  Board. 

(7)  With  the  exception  of  Dover,  McGuire 
and  Mildenhall  Air  Force  Base,  the  holder's 
authority  to  engage  in  the  transportation  of 
mail  is  limited  to  the  carriage  of  mail  on  a 
nonsubsidy  basis.  i.e.,  on  a  service  mail  rate 
to  be  paid  entirely  by  the  Postmaster 
General. 

(0)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of 
this  certificate,  the  authority  to  serve  Dover 
and  McGuire  Air  Force  Base  shall  be  limited 
to  permissive  service  between  Dover  and 
McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Mildenhall  Air  Force  Base,  England,  on 
the  other  hand:  Provided,  That  this  service 
shall  be  only  for  the  transatlantic  carriage  of 

(1)  property  moving  on  Government  bills  of 
lading  and  (2)  all  classes  of  military  mail. 

The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
resonable  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations 
required  by  the  public  interest  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board. 

In  accepting  this  certificate  the  holder 
acknowledges  and  agrees  that  with  the 
exception  of  service  to  Dover,  McGuire,  and 
Mildenhall,  it  is  only  entitled  to  receive 
service  mail  pay,  as  specified  here,  for  the 
mail  service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  and 
that  it  is  not  authorized  to  request  or  receive 
any  compensaton  for  mail  service  rendered 
or  to  be  rendered  in  excess  of  the  amount 
payable  by  the  Postmaster  General. 

The  authorization  to  serve  Newfoundland, 
Canada,  Ireland.  Belgium,  the  Netherlands, 
Denmark,  Norway,  Sweden,  Switzerland,  and 
Italy  shall  expire  on  January  26, 1983. 

This  certificate  shall  be  effective  on 
October  1, 1980;  Provided,  however.  That  its 
continuing  effectiveness  is  subject  to  timely 
payment  by  the  holder  of  such  license  fees  as 
the  Board  may  prescribe. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  directed 
its  Secretary  to  execute  this  certificate  and  to 
affix  the  Board's  seal  on  September  15. 1980. 
Phillis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  (as  Reissued)  for  Route  119-A 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line,  Inc.  is  hereby 
authorized,  subject  to  the  provisions 
hereinafter  set  forth,  the  provisions  of  Title 
IV  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and 


the  orders,  rules,  and  regulations  issued 
thereunder,  to  engage  in  interstate  air 
transportation  with  respect  to  property  and 
mail  on  flights  operated  by  its  holder  over  its 
route  119  serving  a  point  or  points  in  Europe. 

The  service  herein  authorized  is  subject  to 
the  following  terms,  conditions  and 
limitations; 

(1)  The  holder  shall  not  engage  in  interstate 
air  transportation  to  or  from  New  York,  N.Y. 

(2)  The  holder  may  transport,  at  the 
expense  of  the  shipper,  one  or  more 
attendants  with  each  shipment  of  live 
animals,  live  birds,  and  live  reptiles  when 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  shipment, 
other  cargo,  or  the  aircraft,  or  its  crew.  Such 
attendant  may  be  transported  only  when 
actually  accompanying  the  shipment  and  may 
not  be  transported  from  the  destination  of  the 
shipment  to  ita  origin  or  otherwise. 

(3)  The  holder’s  authority  to  engage  in  the 
transportation  of  mail  is  limited  to  the 
carriage  of  mail  on  a  nonsubsidy  basis,  i.e., 
on  a  service  mail  rate  to  be  paid  entirely  by 
the  Postmaster  General. 

The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
reasonable  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations 
required  by  the  public  interest  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board. 

In  accepting  this  certificate  the  holder 
acknowledges  and  agrees  that  it  is  only 
entitled  to  receive  service  mail  pay,  as 
speciHed  herein,  for  the  mail  service  rendered 
or  to  be  rendered,  and  that  it  is  not 
authorized  to  request  or  receive  any 
compensation  for  mail  service  rendered  or  to 
be  rendered  in  excess  of  the  amount  payable 
by  the  Postmaster  General. 

This  certiBcate  shall  be  effective  on 
October  1, 1980;  Provided,  however.  That  its 
continuing  effectiveness  is  subject  to  timely 
payment  by  the  holder  of  such  license  fees  as 
the  Board  may  prescribe. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  directed 
its  Secretary  to  execute  this  certificate  and  to 
affix  the  Board's  seal  on  September  15, 1980. 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  (as  Reissued)  for  Route  163. 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.  is  hereby 
authorized,  subject  to  the  provisions 
hereinafter  set  forth,  the  provisions  of  Title 
IV  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and 
the  orders,  rules,  and  regulations  issued 
thereunder,  to  engage  in  overseas  and  foreign 
air  transportation  with  respect  to  property 
and  mail,  as  follows: 

1.  Between  the  coterminal  points  Boston, 
Mass.,  New  York,  N.Y.-Newark,  N.J., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Detroit, 
Mich.,  Rockford  and  Chicago,  Ill.,  Seattle* 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  San 
Francisco-Oakland-San  Jose,  Los  Angeles- 
Ontario-Long  Beach  and  Travis  Air  Force 
Base,  Calif.,  and  Anchorage,  Alaska  and 
intermediate  points  within  the  following 
areas: 

Japan; 

Korea; 

Okinawa; 

Taiwan; 

Hong  Kong; 


the  Philippines; 

Vietnam: 

Thailand; 

Malaysia;  and 
Singapore; 

and  beyond  Singapore,  intermediate  points 
and  a  terminal  point  in  Indonesia.* 

2.  Between  the  coterminal  points  San 
Francisco  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  the 
intermediate  point  Chicago,  Ill.;  and  the 
coterminal  points  Toronto,  Ontario  and 
Montreal,  (Quebec,  Canada. 

The  service  herein  authorized  is  subject  to 
the  following  terms,  conditions,  and 
limitations: 

(1)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of 
this  certificate,  the  holder  shall  at  all  times 
conduct  its  operations  in  accordance  with  ail 
treaties  and  agreements  between  the  United 
States  and  other  countries,  and  the  exercise 
of  the  privileges  granted  by  this  certificate 
shall  be  subject  to  compliance  with  such 
treaties  and  agreements  and  to  any  orders  of 
the  Board  issued  pursuant  to,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  requiring  compliance  with,  such 
treaties  and  agreements. 

(2)  The  holder  shall  render  service  to  and 
from  each  of  the  points  in  the  approved 
service  plan  as  fixed  from  time  to  time  and  to 
and  from  each  of  the  points  named 
specifically  herein,  except  as  temporary 
suspensions  of  service  may  be  authorized  by 
the  Board;  and  shall  not  render  service  to  any 
point  not  included  in  the  approved  service 
plan  as  fixed  from  time  to  time  or  not 
included  among  the  points  named  specifically 
herein.  The  holder  may  begin  or  terminate,  or 
begin  and  terminate,  trips  at  points  short  of 
terminal  points. 

(3)  The  holder  may  continue  to  serve 
regularly  any  point  named  specifically  herein 
through  the  airport  last  regularly  used  by  the 
holder  to  serve  such  point  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  certificate.  Upon 
compliance  with  such  procedure  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Board,  the  holder  may,  in 
addition  to  the  service  hereinabove  expressly 
prescribed,  regularly  serve  a  point  named 
specifically  herein  or  any  points  authorized  to 
be  served  pursuant  to  the  approved  service 
plan  as  fixed  from  time  to  time  through  any 
airport  convenient  thereto,  and  may  render 
scheduled  nonstop  service  omitting  one  or 
more  of  the  intermediate  points  authorized  to 
be  served  pursuant  to  the  approved  service 
plan  as  fixed  from  time  to  time. 

(4)  The  exercise  of  the  authority  granted 
herein  shall  be  subject  to  there  being  first 
obtained  from  the  appropriate  foreign 
governments  such  operating  rights  as  may  be 
necessary. 

(5)  The  holder’s  authority  to  serve  Travis 
Air  Force  Base  is  limited  to  the  carriage  of  (1) 
property  moving  on  Government  bills  of 
lading  and  (2)  ail  classes  of  military  mail. 

(6)  The  holder  may  transport,  at  the 
expense  of  the  shipper,  cargo  attendants  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
lATA  resolutions  approved  by  the  Board. 

(7)  The  holder’s  authority  to  engage  in  the 
transportation  of  mail  is  limited  to  the 


'The  approved  service  plan  designating  the 
specific  points  to  be  served  by  the  holder  within 
each  area  described  above  shall  be  determined  in 
accordance  with  such  procedure  as  may  from  time 
to  time  be  presoribed  by  the  Board. 
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carriage  of  mail  on  a  nonsubsidy  basis,  i.e., 
on  a  service  mail  rate  to  be  paid  entirely  by 
the  Postmaster  General. 

The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to  the 
conditions  set  forth  in  Appendix  A  to  Orders 
75-10-65/66,  and  any  amendments  or 
revisions  thereof  as  the  Board  may  find 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity. 

The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
reasonable  terras,  conditions,  and  limitations 
required  by  the  public  interest  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board. 

In  accepting  this  certificate  the  holder 
acknowledges  and  agrees  that  it  is  only 
entitled  to  receive  service  mail  pay,  as 
specified  herein,  for  the  mail  service  rendered 
or  to  be  rendered,  and  that  it  is  not 
authorized  to  request  or  receive  any 
compensation  for  mail  service  rendered  or  to 
be  rendered  in  excess  of  the  amount  payable 
by  the  Postmaster  General. 

This  certificate  shall  continue  in  e^ect  until 
October  13, 198-:  Provided,  That  the 
continuing  authority  to  operate  over  Route 
163  shall  be  subject  to  timely  payment  by  the 
holder  of  such  license  fees  as  may  be 
appropriate  under  rules  to  be  prescribed  by 
the  Board. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  directed 
its  Secretary  to  execute  this  certificate  and  to 
affix  the  Board's  seal  on  September  15, 1980. 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  (as  Reissued)  for  Route  205 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line.  Inc.  is  authorized, 
subject  to  the  following  provisions,  the 
provisions  of  Title  IV  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  and  the  orders, 
rules,  and  regulations  issued  under  it,  to 
engage  in  air  transportation  of  persons, 
property  and  mail  between: 

The  terminal  point:  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  and 
the  terminal  point:  New  York,  N.Y. 

This  authority  is  subject  to  the  following 
terms,  conditions  and  limitations: 

(1)  The  holder  shall  render  service  to  and 
from  each  of  the  points  named.  Subject  to 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  sections 
401(j)  and  419  of  the  Act,  and  all  orders  and 
regulations  issued  by  the  Board  under  those 
sections,  the  holder  may  reduce  or  terminate 
service  at  any  point  or  between  any  two 
points. 

(2)  The  holder  may  continue  to  serve 
regularly  any  point  named  here  through  the 
airport  it  last  used  regularly  to  serve  that 
point  before  the  effective  date  of  this 
certificate.  Upon  compliance  with  such 
procedures  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Board,  the  holder  may,  in  addition,  regularly 
serve  a  named  point,  other  than  a  point 
required  to  be  served  through  a  single  airport, 
through  any  convenient  airport 

(3)  The  holder's  authority  to  engage  in  the 
transportation  of  mail  in  these  operations  is 
limited  to  carriage  on  a  nonsubsidy  basis,  i.e., 
on  a  service  mail  rate  to  be  paid  entirely  by 
the  Postmaster  General.  The  holder 
acknowledges  and  agrees  that  it  is  entitled  to 
receive  only  service  mail  pay  in  connection 
with  these  operations  and  that  it  is  not 


authorized  to  request  or  receive  any 
compensation  for  mail  service  rendered,  or  to 
be  rendered,  for  such  operations  in  excess  of 
the  amount  payable  by  the  Postmaster 
General. 

The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
reasonable  terms,  conditions  and  limitations 
required  by  the  public  interest  as  may  h'om 
time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board. 

This  certiBcate  includes  authority  in  effect 
on  October  1, 1980;  Provided,  That  the 
continued  effectiveness  of  the  authority  to 
serve  Route  205  shall  be  subject  to  timely 
payment  by  the  holder  of  such  license  fees  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  Board. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  directed 
its  Secretary  to  execute  this  certificate  and  to 
affix  the  Board's  seal  on  September  15, 1980. 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  (as  reissued)  for  Route  205-F 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line,  Inc.  is  authorized, 
subject  to  the  followingjirovisions,  the 
provisions  of  Title  IV  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  and  the  orders, 
rules  and  regulations  issued  under  it,  to 
engage  in  foreign  air  transportation  of 
persons,  property  and  mail: 

1.  Between  the  coterminal  points  Los 
Angeles,  San  Francisco,  Oakland  and  San 
lose,  Calif.,  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn., 
Dallas-Ft.  Worth  and  Houston,  Tex.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  Cleveland. 
Ohio,  Washington,  D.C.-Baltimore,  Md., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.- 
Newark,  N.).,  and  coterminal  points  in 
Belgium,  The  Netherlands  and  Luxembourg. 

2.  Between  a  point  or  points  in  the  United 
States  (excluding  Boston,  Sarasota/ 
Bradenton,  Orange  County,  and  West  Palm 
Beach)  and  a  point  or  points  in  the  Federal 
Republic  of  Germany. 

'The  authority  is  subject  to  the  following 
terms,  conditions  and  limitations: 

(1)  The  holder  shall  at  all  times  conduct  its 
operations  in  accordance  with  all  treaties 
and  agreements  between  the  United  States 
and  other  countries,  and  the  exercise  of  the 
privileges  granted  by  this  certificate  is 
subject  to  compliance  with  such  treaties  and 
agreements  and  with  any  orders  of  the  Board 
issued  under,  or  for  the  purpose  of  requiring 
compliance  with,  such  treaties  and 
agreements. 

(2)  The  holder  may  continue  to  regularly 
serve  any  named  point  through  the  airport  it 
last  used  regularly  to  serve  that  point  before 
the  effective  date  of  this  certificate.  Upon 
compliance  with  procedures  prescribed  by 
the  Board,  the  holder  may,  in  addition, 
regularly  serve  a  named  point  through  any 
convenient  airport. 

(3)  The  exercise  of  the  authority  granted 
here  is  subject  to  the  holder's  first  obtaining 
from  the  appropriate  foreign  government  such 
operating  rights  as  may  be  necessary. 

(4)  The  authority  granted  here  is 
permissive. 

(5)  The  holder's  authority  to  engage  in  the 
transportation  of  mail  is  limited  to  carriage 
on  a  nonsubsidy  basis,  i.e.,  on  a  service  mail 
rate  to  be  paid  entirely  by  the  Postmaster 
General. 


The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  is  subject  to  any  other 
reasonable  terms,  conditions  and  limitations 
that  the  Board  may  from  time  to  time 
prescribe  in  the  public  interest. 

This  certificate  shall  be  effective  on 
October  1, 1980:  Provided,  however.  That  its 
continuing  effectiveness  is  subject  to  timely 
payment  by  the  holder  of  such  license  fees  as 
the  Board  may  prescribe. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  directed 
its  Secretary  to  execute  this  certificate  and  to 
affix  the  Board's  seal  on  September  15. 1980. 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

AU-Cargo  Service  Certificate  (as  Reissued) 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line,  Inc.  is  authorized, 
subject  to  the  provisions  below,  the 
provisions  of  'Title  IV  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  and  the  orders, 
rules  and  regulations  issued  thereunder,  to 
engage  in  air  transportation  of  property  and 
mail  as  follows: 

(1)  Between  any  point  in  any  State  of  the 
United  States  or  Ae  District  of  Columbia,  and 
any  other  point  in  any  State  of  the  United 
States  or  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 

(2)  between  any  point  in  any  State  of  the 
United  States  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
any  point  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  or  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands;  or 

(3)  between  any  point  in  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  and  any  point 
in  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands. 

The  service  authorized  by  this  certificate  is 
subject  to  the  following  terms,  conditions, 
and  limitations: 

(1)  Nothing  in  this  certificate  shall  be 
construed  as  authorizing  all  cargo  air  service 
between  any  pair  of  points  both  of  which  are 
within  the  State  of  Alaska  or  the  State  of 
Hawaii. 

(2)  The  holder  shall  maintain  in  effect 
liability  insurance  coverage  in  amounts  not 
less  than  those  indicated  in  its  application 
under  section  201.6  of  the  Board's  Economic 
Regulations  (14  CFR  201.6)  for  all  operations 
under  this  certificate. 

(3)  The  holder's  authority  herein  to  engage 
in  the  transportation  of  mail  is  limited  to 
carriage  on  a  nonsubsidy  basis,  i.e.,  on  a 
service  mail  rate  to  be  paid  entirely  by  the 
Postmaster  General. 

The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
reasonable  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations 
required  by  the  public  interest  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board. 

In  accepting  this  certificate,  the  holder 
acknowledges  and  agrees  that  it  is  entitled  to 
receive  only  service  mail  pay,  as  specified  in 
this  certificate,  for  the  mail  service  rendered 
or  to  be  rendered  and  that  it  is  not  authorized 
to  request  or  receive  any  compensation  for 
mail  service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  in 
excess  of  the  amount  payable  by  the 
Postmaster  General. 

This  certificate  shall  be  effective  on 
October  1, 1980:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
continued  effectiveness  of  the  authority 
granted  by  this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to 
timely  payment  by  the  holder  of  such  license 
fee  as  may  be  required  under  rules  to  be 
prescribed  by  the  Board. 
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I'he  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  directed 
its  Secretary  to  execute  this  certiHcate  and  to 
affix  the  Board's  seal  on  September  15, 1980. 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|KK  Ooc.  80-29252  Filtd  9-19-80;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Docket  37041;  Order  80-9-75] 

Application  of  Air  Illinois,  Inc.  for 
Compensation  for  Losses;  Order 
Adjusting  Interim  Rate 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  12th  day  of  September,  1980. 

On  November  5, 1979,  Air  Illinois,  Inc., 
applied  for  compensation  for  losses 
incurred  in  providing  essential  air 
service  at  Natchez,  Mississippi,  and  El 
Dorado/Camden,  Arkansas.  ‘  By  Order 
79-12-83,  the  Board  established  an 
interim  rate  of  compensation  for  losses; 
this  rate  was  amended  by  Order  80-4- 
134. 

On  July  17, 1980,  Air  Illinois  filed  an 
amendment  to  its  application  requesting 
a  final  rate  of  compensation  of  $887,022, 
including  return.  On  August  27, 1980,  Air 
Illinois'  counsel  informed  Board  staff 
that  the  carrier  was  experiencing  severe 
cash  flow  problems  owing  to  windstorm 
damage  to  two  aircraft  in  July  and  the 
consequent  loss  of  revenue,  and  would 
be  unable  to  make  a  $200,000  loan 
payment  due  October  1  unless  the  Board 
either  expedited  its  examination  of  Air 
Illinois’  final  claim  for  compensation  or 
adjusted  its  interim  rate  to  produce  the 
necessary  funds.  * 

The  Board's  staff  has  been  actively 
examining  Air  Illinois'  claim,  and  has 
already  begun  auditing  Air  Illinois’ 
accounts.  At  this  point,  however,  it  does 
not  appear  that  the  audit  will  be 
completed  in  time  for  us  to  set  a  final 
rate  of  compensation  before  Air  Illinois’ 
note  falls  due.  We  will,  therefore,  amend 
the  carrier’s  interim  rate. 

Our  policy  with  respect  to  interim 
rates  has  been  to  minimize  the 
possibility  of  overpayment.  Air  Illinois 
claims  uncompensated  losses  and  return 
of  $428,000.  Our  preliminary  analysis, 
however,  indicates  that  the  proper 
additional  compensation  may  be  as  little 
as  $150,000.  We  will,  therefore,  increase 
Air  Illinois'  interim  rate  by  that  amount. 


'  Air  Illinois  had  filed  to  discontinue  service  to 
Natchez,  and  El  Dorado  effective  October  1, 1979. 

By  Order  79-9-183  and  succeeding  orders,  the  Board 
required  Air  Illinois  to  continue  to  provide  service 
for  successive  30-duy  periods.  Air  Illinois  was 
finally  permitted  to  suspend  service  at  Natchez 
effective  March  1, 1980,  and  at  El  Dorado  effective 
May  2. 1980. 

’Air  Illinois  has  already  received  compensation 
of  $459,000  under  its  temporary  rate,  and  claims 
additional  compensation  of  $428,000. 


Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
section  102,  204,  419,  and  1002{bJ  thereof, 
and  the  regulations  promulagated  in  14 
CFR  302  and  324; 

1.  We  set  the  interim  level  of 
compensation  for  losses  sustained  by 
Air  Illinois,  Inc.,  by  virtue  of  its 
provision  of  essential  air  service  to  EL 
Dorado/Camden,  Arkansas,  and 
Natchez,  Mississippi,  for  the  period 
October  1, 1979,  through  May  1, 1980,  at 
$609,487; 

2.  The  compensation  set  forth  in 
paragraph  1  shall  be  in  lieu  of,  and  not 
in  addition  to,  compensation  paid 
pursuant  to  Orders  79-12-83  and  80-4- 
134; 

3.  This  proceeding  shall  remain  open 
pending  entry  of  an  order  fixing  final 
rate  of  compensation,  and  the  amount  of 
such  final  compensation  may  be  the 
same  as,  lower  than,  or  higher  than  the 
interim  rate  of  compensation  set  here; 
and 

4.  We  shall  serve  this  order  on  all 
parties  to  this  proceeding. 

We  shall  publish  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secetary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29250  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Order  80-9-84,  Docket  38708] 

Las  VegaS'Boston  Sbow-Caiiise 
Proceeding 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  order  to  show  cause 
(80-9-84). 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  instituting  the 
Las  Vegas-Boston  Show-Cause 
Proceeding.  (Docket  38708)  and  is 
proposing  to  grant  nonstop  authority 
between  the  terminal  point  Las  Vegas 
and  the  terminal  point  Boston  to  Wodd 
Airways  and  any  other  fit,  willing  and 
able  applicants  that  file  the  appropriate 
data. 

dates:  Objections;  All  interested 
persons  having  objections  to  the  Board 
issuing  the  proposed  authority  shall  file, 
and  serve  upon  all  persons  listed  below, 
no  later  than  October  20, 1980,  a 
statement  of  objections,  together  with  a 
summary  of  the  testimony,  statistical 
data,  and  other  material  expected  to  be 
relied  upon  to  support  the  objections. 

Additional  Data;  All  further 
applicants  are  directed  to  file  (a) 
illustrative  service  proposals,  and  (b)  an 
estimate  of  fuel  to  be  consumed  in  the 
first  year  no  later  than  October  3, 1980. 


ADDRESSES:  Objections  and  additional 
data  should  be  filed  in  Docket  38708 
which  we  entitled  the  Las  Vegas-Boston 
Show-Cause  Proceeding.  They  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Docket  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

In  addition,  copies  of  such  filings 
should  be  served  upon  W'orld  Airways; 
Nevada  Public  Service  Commission; 
Massachusetts  Aeronautics 
Commission;  Massachusetts  Port 
Authority;  and  the  mayors  and  the 
airport  managers  of  Boston  and  Las 
Vegas. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mary  Catherine  Terry,  Bureau  of 
Domestic  Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  • 
Board,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428.  (202)  673-5384. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  text  of  Order  80-9-84  is 
available  from  our  Distribution  Section. 
Room  516,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  Persons  outside  the 
metropolitan  area  may  send  a  postcard 
request  for  Order  80-9-84  to  that 
address. 

By  the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Aviation. 
September  15. 1980. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  80-29249  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


Applications  for  Certificates  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  and 
Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permits  Filed  Under 
Subpart  Q  of  the  Board’s  Procedural 
Regulations 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  during  the 
w'eek  ended  September  12. 1980  CAB 
has  received  the  applications  listed 
below,  which  request  the  issuance, 
amendment,  or  renewal  of  certificates  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  or 
foreign  air  carrier  permits  under  Subpart 
Q  of  14  CFR  302. 

Answers  to  foreign  permit 
applications  are  due  28  days  after  the 
application  is  filed.  Answers  to 
certificate  applications  requesting 
restriction  removal  are  due  within  14 
days  of  the  filing  of  the  application. 
Answers  to  conforming  applications  in  a 
restriction  removal  proceeding  are  due 
28  days  after  the  filing  of  the  original 
application.  Answers  to  certificate 
applications  (other  than  restriction 
removals)  are  due  28  days  after  the 
filing  of  the  application.  Answers  to 
conforming  applications  or  those  filed  in 
conjunction  with  a  motion  to  modify 
scope  are  due  within  42  days  after  the 
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original  application  was  filed.  If  you  are 
in  doubt  as  to  the  type  of  application 
which  has  been  filed,  contact  the 
applicant,  the  Bureau  of  Pricing  and 


Domestic  Aviation  (in  interstate  and 
overseas  cases)  or  the  Bureau  of 
International  Aviation  (in  foreign  air 
transportation  cases). 


Subpart  Q  Apptrcations 


Date  fifed  Docket 

No. 


Description 


Sept.  8.  1980. 


Sept  8,  1960. 


Sept.  11.  1980. 


Sept.  12,  1980. 


Sept  12.  1980 


38686  New  York  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  c/o  Gerry  Leuenberg,  Van  Ness.  Feldman  &  Sutcliffe.  A  Profession¬ 
al  Corporation.  1220  Nineteenth  Street  N.W.,  Suite  500,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  AppH- 
cation  of  New  York  Air  Lines.  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  0  of 
the  Board's  Procedural  Regulations  requests  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  to  provide  scheduled,  nonstop  passenger  service  between  and  among  New 
York/Newark,  Boston,  Washington,  Albany,  Rochester,  Syracuse,  Buffalo,  Cleveland, 
Pittsburgh,  Detroit  Columbus,  Dayton,  Cincinnati  and  trrdianapolis. 

Conforming  Applications  arxi  Answers  may  be  filed  by  October  6,  1980. 

38689  Southwest  Airlines  Co.,  C/o  Paul  Y.  Seligson,  Wilner  &  Scheiner,  1200  New  Hampshire 
Avenue.  N.W.,  Suite  300,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Application  of  Southwest  Airlines  Co. 
pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's  Procedural  Regulations 
requests  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  authorizing  it  to  perform 
scheduled  air  transportation  of  persons  and  property  between  the  terminal  point  McAl¬ 
len,  Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  alternate  terminal  points  Dallas  (Love  Field)  and 
Houston,  Texas  on  the  other  hand. 

Conforming  Applications  and  Answers  may  be  filed  by  October  6, 1980. 

38696  Seagreen  Air  "Transport  Limited,  c/o  J.  W.  Rosenthal,  Ginsburg,  Feldman.  Weil  and  Bress, 
1700  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Application  of  Seagreen  Air 
Transport  Limited  pursuant  to  Section  402  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's  Pro¬ 
cedural  Regulations,  requests  that  its  foreign  air  carrier  permit  be  amended  to  add  Trini¬ 
dad  and  Tobago  and  Barbados  as  intermediate  points.  The  amended  route  descr^rtion 
would  read: 

Between  points  in  Grenada,  West  Indies;  intermediate  points  in  Trinidad  arxl 
Tobago.  Barbados,  St  Kitts  (including  Nevis  and  Anguilla),  British  Virgin  Islands,  U.S. 
Virgin  Islands,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Bahamas;  and  the  coterminal  points  Miami,  Ft  Lau¬ 
derdale,  and  West  Palm  Beach,  Florida. 

Answers  may  be  filed  by  October  10,  1980. 

38699  Eastern  Air  Lines.  Inc.,  Miami  International  Airport  Miami,  Florida  33148.  Application  of  East¬ 
ern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  O  of  the  Board's 
Procedural  Regulati<}ns,  requests  an  amendment  of  its  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  for  Route  5  to  remove  the  present  one-stop  restriction  applicable  to  East¬ 
ern's  operations  in  the  Pittsburgh-Syracuse  market  by  anierxfing  Apperxfix  A  referred  to 
in  Condition  (3)  of  its  certificate  so  as  to  delete  the  reference  to  the  Pittsburgh,  Pennsyl- 
vania-Syracuse,  New  York  market  contained  therein. 

Conforming  Applications  and  Answers  are  due  by  September  26,  1980. 

38671  Air  Midwest.  Inc.,  c/o  Nathaniel  P.  Breed,  Jr.,  Shaw,  Pittman,  Potts  &  Trowbridge,  1800  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D  C.  20036.  Greeted  Application  filed  by  Ait  Midwest  Inc. 
submits  a  service  list  arkf  changes  the  date  for  filiriig  Conforming  Applications  and  Arv 
swers  to  September  26,  1980. 


Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  80-29251  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

Census  Advisory  Committee  on 
Agriculture  Statistics;  Pubiic  Meeting 

'  Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  ‘ 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Census  Advisory 
Committee  on  Agriculture  Statistics  will 
convene  on  October  21, 1980,  at  (9:15 
a.m.  The  Committee  will  meet  in  Room 
2424,  Federal  Building  3,  at  the  Bureau  of 
the  Census  in  Suitland,  Maryland. 

This  Committee  was  established  in 
1962  to  advise  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  concerning  the  kind  of 
information  that  should  be  obtained 
from  respondents  associated  with 
agricultural  production:  to  prepare 
recommendations  regarding  the  contents 
of  agricultural  reports;  and  to  present 


the  views  and  needs  for  data  of  major 
agricultural  organizations  and  their 
members,  and  other  suppliers  of 
agricultural  statistics. 

The  Committee  is  composed  of  20 
members  appointed  by  the  presidents  of 
the  nonprofit  organizations  having 
representatives  on  the  Committee,  and  a 
representative  from  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting,  which  is 
scheduled  to  adjourn  at  4:00  p.m.,  is:  (1) 
Introductory  remarks  by  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  the  Census;  (2)  current  Census 
Bureau  activities  and  legislative 
situation;  (3)  review  the  status  of  the 
1978  Census  of  Agriculture  publications; 
(4)  status  of  the  follow-on  surveys  of 
farm  energy,  farm  finance,  and  farm  and 
ranch  irrigation;  (5)  status  of  the  farm 
count  comparability  study:  (6)  data 
requirements  for  proposed  farm  sector 


accounts;  (7)  1982  Census  of  Agriculture 
plans,  including  overview,  list 
development,  and  census  content 
recommendations:  and  (8)  Committee 
recommendations  and  election  of  the 
chairperson-elect. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public,  and  a  brief  period  will  be  set 
aside  for  public  comment  and  questions.  ' 
Extensive  questions  or  statements  must 
be  submitted  in  writing  to  the 
Committee  Control  Officer  at  least  3 
days  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Persons  planning  to  attend  and 
wishing  additional  information 
concerning  this  meeting  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements  may  contact 
the  Committee  Control  Officer,  Mr. 

Arnold  L.  Bollenbacher.  Chief, 

Agriculture  Division,  Bureau  of  the 
Census,  Room  3015,  Federal  Building  4, 
Suitland,  Maryland.  (Mail  address: 
Washington,  D.C.  20233.)  Telephone 
(301)  763-5230. 

Dated:  September  17, 1980. 

Vincent  P.  Barabba, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29237  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-07-M 


Census  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Black  Population  for  the  1980  Census; 
Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (P.L.  92-463),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Census  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Black  Population  for 
the  1980  Census  will  convene  on 
October  14, 1980,  at  9:30  a.m.  The 
Committee  will  meet  in  Room  2424, 
Federal  Building  3.  at  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census  in  Suitland,  Maryland. 

The  Census  Advisory  Committee  on 
the  Black  Population  for  the  1980  Census 
is  composed  of  21  members  appointed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce.  It  was 
established  in  October  1974  to  advise 
the  Director,  Bureau  of  the  Census,  on 
such  1980  census  planning  elements  as 
improving  the  accuracy  of  the 
population  count,  recommending  subject 
content  and  tabulations  of  special  use  to 
the  black  population,  and  expanding  the 
dissemination  of  census  results  among 
present  and  potential  users  of  census 
data  in  the  black  population. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting,  which  is 
scheduled  to  adjourn  at  4:30  p.m.  is:  (1) 
Introductory  remarks'by  the  Director  of 
the  Census  Bureau,  (2)  issues  relating  to 
the  adjustment  of  the  census 
undercount,  (3)  Committee  discussion, 
and  (4)  Affirmative  Action  Program. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
and  a  brief  period  will  be  set  aside  for 
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public  comment  and  questions. 
Extensive  questions  or  statements  must 
be  submitted  in  writing  to  the 
Committee  Control  Officer  at  least  3 
days  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  these  meetings  or  who  wish 
to  submit  written  statements  may 
contact  the  Committee  Control  Officer, 
Clifton  S.  Jordan,  Acting  Deputy  Chief, 
Decennial  Census  Division,  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  Room  3779,  Federal  Building 
3,  Suitland,  Maryland,  (Mailing  address: 
Washington,  D.C.  20233).  Telephone 
(301)  763-5169. 

Dated  September  17, 1980. 

Vincent  P.  Barabba, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

P'S  Doc.  80-29236  Filed  9-19-80;  8;4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3610-07-M 


International  Trade  Administration 

John  Hopkins  University;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651.  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  reveiw 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  in  Room 
3109  of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
Building,  14th  and  Constitution  Avenue. 
N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00136.  Applicant:  The 
John  Hopkins  University,  Department  of 
Physiological  Chemistry,  724  N.  Wolfe 
Street,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21205. 
Article:  Flow  Microcalorimeter  Block. 
Manufacturer:  LKB  Produkter  AB, 
Sweden.  Intended  use  of  Article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  the 
studies  of  cell  membrane  functions. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
article  provides  a  sensitivity  of  one 
microvolt  continuous  output  or  a  pulse 
of  200  microjoule. 

The  Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  June  6, 1980  that  (1)  the  capability 
of  the  foreign  article  described  above  is 
pertinent  to  the  applicant’s  intended 
purpose  and  (2)  it  knows  of  no  domestic 
instrument  or  appartus  of  equivalent 


scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article  for 
the  applicant's  intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 
Stanley  P.  Kramer, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

(FR  Doc.  80-28124  Filed  9-19-80;  6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Sandia  Laboratories;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  89-851,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  in  Room  . 
3109  of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
Building,  14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 

N. W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00169.  Applicant: 

Sandia  Laboratories,  Albuerque,  New 
Mexico  87185.  Article:  Excimer  Laser, 
Model  TE262-2.  Manufacturer:  Lumonics 
Ltd.,  Canada.  Intended  use  of  Article; 

The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  to 
evaluate  the  technology  used  in  its' 
manufacturing  and  for  use  as  a  master 
oscillator  for  a  large-scale  short-pulse 
Krypton  Fluoride  laser  system. 
Experiments  will  be  performed  to  test 
and  improve  the  optical  quality  of  this 
laser,  to  test  the  efficiency  with  which  it 
can  be  used  to  extract  the  stored  KrF 
laser  energy  from  a  large  electron-beam 
excited  KrF  amplifier  and  to  test  the 
compability  of  its  timing  and  firing 
systems  with  a  large-scale  laser  system. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
article  provides  a  high  energy  pulse  of 

O. 32  joules. 

The  National  Bureau  of  Standards 
advises  in  its  memorandum  dated  July  3, 
1980  that  (1)  the  capability  of  the  foreign 
article  described  above  is  pertinent  to 
the  applicant's  intended  purpose  and  (2) 


it  knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant’s 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 
Stanley  P.  Kramer, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

FR  Doc.  80-29125  Filed  9-19-80. 8;4S  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


University  of  Tennessee;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  89-851,  80  Stat.  897]  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00150.  Applicant; 
University  of  Tennessee,  Center  for  the 
Health  Sciences,  Stout  Neuroscience 
Mass  Spectrometry  Laboratory,  800 
Madison  Avenue,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38163. 
Article:  Mass  Spectrometry,  Model 
Varian  731.  Manufacturer:  Varian  MAT, 
West  Germany.  Intended  use  or  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  to 
analyze  Oligopeptide  fragments 
produced  from  the  novel  protein  kinase 
AUT-PK-85  isolated  from 
adrenocortical  carcinoma,  hypothalamic 
peptide  hormones  and  vasoactive 
phospholipids.  Secondarily,  the  article 
will  be  used  to  analyze  leucotrienes, 
prostaglandins,  thromboxanes,  urinary 
organic  acids,  drug  metabolities, 
steroids,  saccharides,  and  other 
compound  types.  Investigations  will  be 
conducted  to: 

(1)  Obtain  the  amino  acid  sequence  of 
an  adrenocortical  carcinoma  protein 
kinase, 

(2)  Quantify  endogenous  amounts  of 
biologically  active  underivatized 
oligopeptides,  and 

(3)  Elucidate  structure  of  a  vasoactive 
phospholipid.  In  addition,  the  article  will 
be  used  in  the  course  Mass 
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Spectrometry  of  Biologically  Important 
Compounds  for  educational  purposes. 

Comments;  No  comments  nave  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
article  provides  a  resolution  of  80,000  (50 
percent  line  width  definition; 
approximately  40,000 10  percent  valley) 
with  photoplate  recording. 

The  Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  June  6, 1980  that  (1)  the  capability 
of  the  foreign  article  described  above  is 
pertinent  to  the  applicant’s  intended 
purpose  and  (2)  it  knows  of  no  domestic 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article  for 
the  applicant’s  intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientiHc  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Stanley  P.  Kramer, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29123  Filed  8-19-80: 8:45  am) 

BtUmG  CODE  3510-35-M 


University  of  Texas  at  Daiias;  Dedsion 
on  Appiication  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereimder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  15th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00174.  Applicant: 
University  of  Texas  at  Dallas,  P.O.  Box 
688,  Richardson,  Texas  75080.  Article: 
Rare  Gas  Halide  Laser,  TE  861S. 
Manufacturer:  Lumonics  Research 
Limited,  Canada.  Intended  use  of 
Article:  the  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
to  study  the  role  of  carbon,  hydorgen, 
oxygen  and  nitrogen  atoms  in  flames 
and  to  assess  the  importance  of  these 
various  atomic  species  as  products  in 


ion  recombination  reactions.  The 
specific  experiments  to  be  conducted 
include  the  two  photon  exitation  of  high- 
lying  atomic  states  and  the 
measurement  of  their  fluorescence. 

These  determinations  of  atomic 
population  will  allow  quantitative 
assessment  of  the  importance  of  atom 
reactions  in  flames  and  in  ion 
recombination.  The  article  will  also  be 
used  in  M.S.  and  Ph.D.  level  research 
courses  in  Chemistry  and  Physics  (UTD 
Course  No.  CHM  8391,  PY  8310). 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  January  31, 1980. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientiHc  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  if  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
article  provides  a  high  pulse  repetition 
rate  (0-30)  (Hertz)  and  a  pulse  width  of 
10  nanoseconds.  The  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  July  10, 1980  that  (1)  the  capability 
of  the  foreign  article  described  above  is 
pertinent  to  the  applicant’s  intended 
purpose  and  (2)  it  knows  of  no  domestic 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent . 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article  for 
the  applicant’s  intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Stanley  P.  Kramer, 

Acting  Director  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff 

|FR  Doc.  80-29128  Fifed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration,  Mid-Atiantic  Fishery 
Management  Council;  Public  Meetings 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 

summary:  The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L. 
94-265),  will  meet  to  discuss  status  of 
fishery  management  plans,  foreign 
fishing  applications,  and  other  fishery 
management  and  administrative 
matters. 

DATES:  The  meetings,  which  are  open  to 
the  public,  will  convene  on  Wednesday, 
October  15, 1980,  at  approximately  1 


p.m.,  and  will  adjourn  on  Thursday, 
October  16, 1980,  at  approximately  3 
p.m.  The  meetings  may  be  lengthened  or 
shortened,  or  agenda  items  rearranged, 
depending  upon  progress  on  the  agenda. 
ADDRESS:  The  meetings  will  take  place 
at  the  Quality  Inn  Airport,  20th  Street 
and  Penrose  Avenue,  I%iladelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council,  North  and  New  Streets,  Room 
2115,  Federal  Building,  Dover,  Delaware 
19901,  Telephone:  (302)  674-2331. 

Dated:  September  16, 1980. 

Robert  K.  Crowell, 

Deputy  Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  89-29259  Fifed  9-19-80;  8:45  an) 

BILLING  CODE  3StO-22-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Defense  Nuclear  Agency 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  New  and  Alter^ 
Systems  of  Records  and  Deletions 

agency:  Defense  Nuclear  Agency 
(DNA). 

action:  Notice  of  new  record  systems, 
alterations,  and  deletions. 

summary:  The  Defense  Nuclear  Agency 
is  adding  one  new  system  of  records 
identified  as  HDNA  006,  DNA 
Employees  Occupational  Health 
Program  Records  System,  and  is  altering 
two  existing  systems  of  records  by 
combining  them  into  one  automated 
system  of  records  identified  as  HDNA 
007,  Security  Operations  System.  The 
Personnel  Secimty  Files,  HDNA  501-01, 
and  Visitor  Access  Control  Records, 
HDNA  505-18,  will  be  deleted  upon 
implementation  of  HDNA  007.  The 
specific  exemptions  published  in  40  FR 
55543,  November  28, 1975,  remains 
effective  for  those  portions  of  the 
Personnel  Security  Files  combined  into 
HDNA  007.  Section  291a.6(a)  of  Title  32, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is  being 
amended  to  change  the  file  designaton. 
DATES:  These  systems  shall  be  effective 
as  proposed  without  further  notice  on 
October  22, 1980,  unless  comments  are 
received  on  or  before  October  22, 1980, 
which  would  result  in  a  contrary 
determination  and  require  republication 
for  further  comments. 

ADDRESS:  Any  public  comments, 
including  written  data,  views  or 
arguments  concerning  the  proposed 
actions  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager  identiHed  in  the 
particular  record  system  concerned. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 

Robert  L  Brittigan,  General  Counsel. 
Defense  Nuclear  Agency,  Washington, 
D.C.  20304,  telephone:  202-325-7681. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Defense  Nuclear  Agency  record  system 
notices  as  prescribed  by  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974,  Pub.  L.  No.  93-579  (5  U.S.C. 

522a)  have  been  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  follows: 

FR  Doc  79-37052  (44  FR  74431),  December  17.  ' 

1979 

FR  Doc  80-25327  (45  FR  55506),  August  20, 

1980 

The  Defense  Nuclear  Agency  has 
submitted  new  system  reports  on  August 
14, 1980  for  these  two  systems  of  records 
under  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  522a(o) 
of  the  Privacy  Act 
September  17, 1980. 

M.  S.  liealy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer 
Washington  Headquarters  Services 
Department  of  Defense. 

Deletions 

HONA  501-01 

System  name: 

Personnel  Security  files  (44  FR  74436) 
December  17, 1979. 

HDNA  50S-18 

System  name: 

Visitor  Access  Control  Records  (44  FR 
74436)  December  17, 1979. 

Reason  for  Deletion:  These  two 
systems  have  been  combined  into 
HDNA  007. 

HDNA  006 
SYSTEM  NAME: 

DNA  Employees  Occupational  Health 
Program  Records  System. 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Biomedical  Effects  Office, 

Occupational  Health  Unit,  Defense 
Nuclear  Agency,  Washington,  DC  20305, 
Routing  Symbol  BA/HU. 

CATEGOmES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Any  individual,  military  or  civilian 
employed  by  DNA  and  GSA  employees 
assigned  to  the  building. 

categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

File  contains  a  variety  of  records 
relating  to  an  employee's  participation 
in  the  DNA  Occupational  Health 
Program.  Information  which  may  be 
included  in  this  system  are  the 
employees  name,  SSN,  date  of  birth, 
weight  height  blood  pressure,  medical 
history,  blood  type,  nature  of  injury  or 
complaint  type  of  treatment/medication 
received,  immunizations,  examination 


findings  and  laboratory  findings, 
exposure  to  occupational  hazards. 

authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

5  U.S.C.  7901  et  seq..  Pub.  L.  79-658. 

routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
THE  system  including  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS 
AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses  and  purposes: 
Authorized  medical  personnel  in 
connection  with  the  performance  of  their 
official  duties. 

External  users,  uses  and  purposes: 

The  Office  of  Personnel  Management 
Merit  Systems  Protection  Board 
(including  its  Office  of  the  Special 
Counsel),  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission,  and  the 
Federal  Labor  Relations  Authority 
(including  the  General  Counsel  of  the 
Authority  and  the  Federal  Service 
Impasses  Panel)  in  carrying  out  their 
functions. 

The  Department  of  Labor  in 
connection  with  a  claim  filed  by  an 
employee  for  compensation  for  a  job- 
related  injury  or  disease. 

Disclosure  may  be  made  to  a  private 
medical  physician  from  the  record  of  an 
individual  in  response  to  an  inquiry 
from  the  office  of  the  physician  made  at 
the  request  of  that  individual. 

Disclosure  may  be  made  to  a 
congressional  office  from  the  record  of 
an  individual  in  response  to  an  inquiry 
from  the  congressional  office  made  at 
the  request  of  that  individual. 

In  the  event  of  litigation  where  one  of 
the  parties  is  (a)  the  Agency,  any 
component  of  the  Agency,  or  any 
employee  of  the  Agency  in  his  or  her 
official  capacity,  (b)  the  United  States 
where  the  Agency  detrmines  that  the 
claim,  if  successful  is  likely  to  directly 
affect  the  operations  of  the  Agency  or 
any  of  its  components;  or  (c)  any 
Agency  employee  in  his  or  her 
individual  capacity  where  the  Justice 
Department  has  agreed  to  represent 
such  employee,  the  Agency  may  disclose 
such  records  as  it  deems  desirable  or 
necessary  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
to  enable  that  Department  to  effectively 
represent  such  party  provided  such 
disclosure  is  compatible  with  the 
purpose  for  which  the  records  were  . 
collected. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM. 

STORAGE: 

Records  are  stored  in  paper  file 
folders  and  card  file  boxes. 


RETRIEVABILITY:  ' 

Records  are  manually  retrieved  either 
by  last  name  or  the  terminal  digit  filing 
system. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

During  the  employment  of  the 
individual,  medical  records  are 
maintained  in  files  located  in  locked 
metal  containers  in  a  secured  room  with 
access  limited  to  those  whose  official 
duties  require  access. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  are  retained  until  the 
individual  leaves  the  Agency.  If  they 
have  no  long  term  value,  they  are 
destroyed  at  this  time.  If  they  have 
continuing  value,  they  may  be  combined 
with  the  Official  Personnel  Folder  which 
is  forwarded  to  the  Federal  Personnel 
Records  Center  or  to  the  new  employing 
agency,  as  appropriate. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Occupational  Health  Nurse, 
Biomedical  Effects  Office,  Occupational 
Health  Unit,  Headquarters,  Defense 
Nuclear  Agency,  Washington,  DC  20305, 
Telephone:  202-325-7073. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from 
System  Manager.  The  letter  should 
contain  the  full  name  and  signature  of 
the  requester  and  the  approximate 
period  of  time,  by  date,  during  which  the 
case  record  was  developed. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  should  be  addressed  to 
System  Manager.  Written  request  for 
information  should  contain  the  full  name 
of  requester.  For  personal  visits,  the 
individual  should  provide  military  or 
civilian  identification  card. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  agency’s  rules  for  contesting 
contents  and  appealing  initial 
determinations  are  contained  in  DNA 
Instruction  5400.11  (32  CFR  Part  291a). 
Additional  information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  System  Manager. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  in  this  system  of  records 
is:  (1)  supplied  directly  by  the 
individual,  or  (2)  derived  from 
information  supplied  by  the  individual, 
or  (3)  supplied  by  the  medical  officer  or 
nurse  providing  treatment  or 
medication,  or  (4)  Supplied  by  the 
individual's  private  physician. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

SYSTEM  name: 

Security  Operations  System 
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SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Intelligence/Security  Directorate 
(OAIS,  Headquarters,  Defense  Nuclear 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20305.  Also  at 
the  following  subordinate  commands: 
Security  Division  (FCSS),  Field 
Command  Defense  Nuclear  Agency, 
Kirtland  AFB,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico,  87115;  and  Armed  Forces 
Radiobiology  Research  Institute, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20014. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

All  military  and  civilian  personnel 
assigned  to,  or  employed  by  HQ, 

Defense  Nuclear  Agency  (DNA),  Field 
Command,  Defense  Nuclear  Agency 
(FCDNA),  and  the  Armed  Forces 
Radiobiology  Research  Institute 
(AFRRI).  Other  U.S.  Government 
personnel,  U.S.  Government  contractors, 
foreign  government  representatives,  and 
visitors  from  foreign  countries. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

System  contains  following 
information  on  individuals  (not  all 
information  is  appropriate  to  all 
categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system): 

Name;  Social  Security  Account 
Number;  Date  and  Place  of  Birth;  Height, 
weight;  Hair/Eye  color;  Citizenship; 
Grade /Rank;  Service;  Organization; 
Security  Clearance;  Date  of  clearance; 
Basis;  Special  Accesses;  Courier 
Authorization;  Continuous  Access 
Roster  Expiration  Date;  Expiration  Date; 
Badge  Number;  Contracting  Officer’s 
Representative;  Contracting  Officer’s 
Organization;  Special  Intelligence 
Access;  Expiration  Date;  Agency;  Billet 
Number,  List  of  Badges/Passes  Issued; 
List  of  Keys  Issue;  Conference  Title; 
Conference  Dates;  Location.  Department 
of  Defense  Form  398  “Statement  of 
Personal  History’’;  Reports  of 
Investigation;  Security  Incident  Hies; 
Visit  Requests;  Conference  Rosters; 
Clearance  and  Special  Access  Rosters; 
Picture  and  identibcation  cards; 
Correspondence  concerning 
adjudication/passing  of  clearances. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Executive  Order  10450,  “Security 
Requirements  for  Government 
Employment,”  27  April  1953  as  amended 
by  Executive  Orders  10491, 10531, 10548, 
10550, 11605,  and  11785.  Executive  Order 
12065,  “National  Security  Information,” 
dated  28  )une  1978.  Section  21  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  (PL  831). 
Section  145  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  by  PL  83-703, 42  USC 
2165. 


ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS 
AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES:  INTERNAL 
USERS,  USES,  AND  PURPOSES: 

Officials  and  employees  of  the  DNA, 
FCDNA,  and  AFRRI  in  the  performance 
of  their  official  duties  related  to 
determining  the  eligibility  of  individuals 
for  access  to  classified  information. 

Guard  personnel  assigned  to  the  DNA, 
FCDNA  and  AFRRI  in  the  performance 
of  their  official  duties  related  to 
determining  the  eligibility  of  individuals 
for  access  to  buildings,  facilities,  or 
conferences  over  which  DNA  has 
security  responsibility. 

External  Users,  Uses,  and  Purposes: 
Officials  and  employees  of  other 
Department  of  Defense  Components, 

U.S.  Government  contractors,  and  other 
U.S.  Government  organizations  in  the 
performance  of  their  official  duties 
related  to  the  screening  and  selection  of 
individuals  for  security  clearances  and/ 
or  special  access  authorizations;  access 
to  facilities;  or  attendance  .at 
conferences. 

Officials  of  U.S.  Government 
investigatory  agencies  in  the 
performance  of  their  official  duties 
relating  to  law  enforcement. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Automated  records  are  stored  on 
magnetic  tapes,  discs,  computer 
printouts,  and  or  punched  CEirds.  Manual 
records  are  stored  in  paper  file  folders, 
card  files,  and  paper  rosters. 

retriveability: 

Automated  records  are  retrieved  by 
individual’s  last  name,  conference  title, 
and  by  type  of  badge  issued.  Manual 
records  are  retrieved  by  individual’s  last 
name,  organization,  or  subject  file. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

'The  computer  facility  and  terminals 
are  located  in  restricted  areas 
accessible  only  to  authorized  personnel. 
Manual  records  and  computer  printouts 
are  available  only  to  authorized  persons 
with  an  offical  need  to  know.  Buildings 
employ  security  guards  and/or  intrusion 
detection  systems. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Computer  records  on  individuals  are 
erased  upon  termination  of  an 
individual’s  affiliation  with  the  DNA, 
FCDNA,  or  AFRRI.  Personnel  security 
files  are  destroyed  within  30  days  firom 
the  date  of  termination  of  an  individuals 
employment,  assignment  or  affiliation 
with  DNA,  FCDNA  or  AFRRI.  Manual 
records  of  conference  attendees. 


visitors,  and  visit  certifications  to  other 
agencies  are  maintained  for  two  years 
and  destroyed.  Security  incident  files 
are  retained  for  two  years  unless  they 
concern  compromise  of  classified 
information,  in  which  case  they  may  be 
retained  permanently. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director,  Intelligence/Security 
Directorate,  Defense  Nuclear  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20305,  for  DNA  and 
AFRRI.  Chief,  Security  Division,  Field 
Command,  Defense  Nuclear  Agency, 
Kirtland  AFB,  NM  87115. 

NOTIHCATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from; 
Director,  Intelligence/Secuirty 
Directorate,  Defense  Nuclear  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20305,  Telephone: 

Area  Code  (202)  325-7086  for  DNA  and 
AFRRI;  or  Chief,  Security  Division,  Field 
Command,  Defense  Nuclear  Agency, 
Kirtland  AFB,  NM  87115,  Telephone: 
Area  Code  (505)  264-1423,  for  FCDNA. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  for  information  should  be 
addressed  to:  Director,  Intelligence/ 
Security  Directorate,  Defense  Nuclear 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20305,  for 
DNA  and  AFRRI,  or  Chief,  Security 
Division,  Field  Command,  Defense 
Nuclear  Agency,  Kirtland  AFB,  NM 
87115  for  FCDNA.  Written  requests  for 
information  should  contain  the  full 
name,  home  address,  social  secuirty 
number,  date  and  place  of  birth.  For 
personal  visits,  the  individual  must  be 
able  to  provide  identification  showing 
full  name,  date  and  place  of  birth,  and 
social  security  number. 

f 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  contesting 
contents  and  appealing  initial 
determinations  are  contained  in  DNA 
Instruction  5400.11  (32  CFR  Part  291a). 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  extracted  from  military 
and  civilian  personnel  records, 
investigative  files  and  voluntarily 
submitted  by  individual. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN  PROVISION 
OF  THE  act: 

Part  of  this  system  may  be  exempt 
under  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552a(k)(5)  as  applicable.  The  exemption 
rule  for  the  system  is  contained  in  Title 
32,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
291a,  as  amended. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29171  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 
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Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the 
Army 

Intent  to  prepare  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS)  for  proposed  Tug  Fork  Valley 
Flood  Damage  Reduction  Plan  in  West 
Virginia,  Kentucky, -and  Virginia. 

agency:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
DOD. 

action:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  a 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

1.  The  Tug  Foric  Valley  Phase  I  AE&D 
studies  were  authorized  by  Section  90  of 
the  1974  Water  Resources  Development 
Act.  The  studies  are  for  a 
comprehensive  evaluation  of  a  flood 
damage  reduction  plan  for  all 
communities  in  the  Tug  Fork  Valley.  The 
prime  objective  of  the  study  is  to 
develop  a  comprehensive  plan  which 
would  produce  the  maximum  possible 
enhancement  of  the  well  being  of  the 
people  of  the  valley  both  individually 
and  collectively  as  a  community  through 
flood  damage  reduction.  The  proposed 
objective  is  complicated  by  the  severe 
relief,  narrow  flood  plains  and  dendritic 
drainage  patterns  of  the  Tug  Fork  Basin 
w'hich  occupies  sections  of  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Kentucky.  The  study 
area  has  a  history  of  flood  related 
problems  ranging  &om  nuisance 
flooding  to  those  of  a  severe  nature. 

This  planning  effort  will  result  in  a 
Legislative  Phase  I  General  Design 
Memorandum  wth  the  proposed  plan  of 
action  to  reduce  flood  damages  by 
structural  and  non-structural  means. 
This  is  to  be  accomplished  through  a 
plan  which  would  be  comprised  of 
structural  flood  protection  work, 
principally  levees  and  floodwalls,  to 
protect  concentrated  areas  of  existing 
development,  floodproofing,  physical 
adjustments  to  provide  significant  areas 
of  developable  flood-safe  land, 
voluntary  relocation  of  development 
into  flood-safe  areas,  and  an 
interagency  intergovernmental  program 
to  induce  and  facilitate  housing  and 
community  development. 

2.  The  alternatives  being  considered 
include  that  of  no  action,  ^e 
construction  of  a  mainstem  dam, 
channelization  of  the  mainstem  Tug 
Fork  River,  a  major  river  channel  cutoff, 
construction  of  selected  floodwalls  and/ 
or  levees,  floodprooHog  by  raising  in 
place,  and  voluntary  relocation  of 
floodprone  development  into  flood-safe 
areas.  These  alternative  are  designed  to 
reduce  flood  damages  and  reduce 
impacts  on  human  resources  by 
providing  a  choice  through  structural  or 
non-structural  means.  A  combination  of 
alternatives  will  be  needed  in  order  to 
accommodate  both  existing 


development  and  anticipated  future 
growth  of  the  valley  population. 

3a.  Although  not  required  as  a  result 
of  paragraph  1506.8b(l)  of  43  FR  55978- 
56007  of  29  November  1978,  many  public 
involvement  activities  have  taken  place 
prior  to  the  plan  formulation  process. 
These  activities  were  mainly  of  an 
informal  nature  dealing  with  potential 
study  components  of  the  Tug  Fork 
planning  effort  and  keeping  the  public 
abreast  of  study  activities  and 
schedules.  A  majority  of  these  meetings 
were  at  the  request  of  local  public 
officials,  civic  groups,  interested  private 
organizations,  and  news  media. 

Because  of  the  seriousness  of  the 
flood  problem  and  the  unique  aspects  of 
the  study  which  incorporated 
considerations  for  Housing  and 
Community  Development  (H&CD),  many 
citizens  in  the  valley  flood  plain  are 
highly  interested  in  the  outcome  of  the 
District  planning  effort.  Also 
coordination  has  been  maintained  with 
the  Appalachian  Regional  Commission, 
the  State  of  West  Virginia,  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  Kentucky  planning 
personnel.  In  addition,  both  the  states 
and  ARC  have  been  participants  in  past 
meetings  and  will  be  assisting  in  future 
public  involvement  activities. 

Public  activities  will  deal  with  the 
overall  flood  damage  reduction  plan  for 
the  Tug  Fork  Valley.  The  plan 
components  will  be  presented  to  the 
elected  officials  of  the  study  area  as 
well  as  to  civic  groups,  private 
organizations,  and  individuals  in  the 
near  future. 

A  formal  meeting  will  be  scheduled  to 
provide  for  discussion  and  input  to  ffnal 
plan  components. 

3b.  SigniHcant  issues  to  be  analyzed 
in  depth  in  the  DEIS  will  be  the  impact 
of  floods  on  the  existing  environment 
and  the  selected  plan  features.  The  plan 
features  may  include  floodwalls /levees, 
valley  fill  sites  for  new  housing  and 
community  development,  channelization 
for  a  river  meander  cutoff,  and 
floodproofing.  Also,  mountaintop  areas 
will  be  evaluated  for  possible  future  use 
as  community  sites.  Other  study 
features  are  a  mainstem  dam  and  major 
channelization. 

3c.  Consultation  shall  be  conducted 
with  the  U.S.  Fish  .and  Wildlife  Service 
and  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  during  the  final  planning 
process  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Coordination  Act 
16  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.  (Pub.  L  85-624)  and 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  16  U.S.C. 
1531  et  seq.  (Pub.  L  93-205)  and  the 
Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service  and  State  Historic  Preservation 
Officer(s)  pursuant  to  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966  (80 


Stat.  915)  (Pub.  L.  89-655),  the 
Preservation  of  Historic  and 
Archeological  Data  (68  Stat.  174)  (Pub.  L. 
93-291),  and  EO 11593. 

4.  A  formal  scoping  meeting  will  not 
be  held  due  to  the  legislative  nature  of 
the  DEIS  pursuant  to  paragraph 
1506.8b(l)  of  43  FR  55978-56007  of  29 
November  1978.  However,  comments 
from  interested  members  of  the  public 
and  private  and  public  agencies  and 
organizations  are  invited. 

5.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  DEIS  will 
be  available  for  public  review  by  1 
November  1980. 

6.  Questions  about  the  proposed 
action  and  DEIS  can  be  answered  by: 
Mr.  John  P.  Justice,  Jr.  (Civil  Engineer- 
Study  Manager)  or  Mr.  John  Wright 
(Environmentalist),  Huntington  District, 
Corps  of  Engineers,  P.O.  Box  2127, 
Huntington,  WV  25721. 

Dated;  4  September  1980. 

).  M.  Cannon, 

Major,  Corps  of  Engineers,  Acting  District 
Engineer. 

|FR  Doc.  29228  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am) 
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Department  of  the  Army 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Addition  to 
Systems  of  Records 

agency:  Department  of  the  Army,  DOD. 
ACTION:  Reinstatement  of  System 
Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the  Army 
proposes  to  add  1  system  notice  to  its 
inventory  of  systems  of  records  by 
reinstatement  of  system  notice 
AO722.02DACH.  Baptism,  Marriage,  and 
Funeral  Files,  previously  deleted  on 
November  15, 1977  at  42  FR  59099.  This 
is  a  periodic  updating  of  the  Army’s 
system  of  records  inventory. 

DATES:  The  addition  shall  be  effective  as 
proposed  without  further  notice  on 
October  22, 1980,  unless  comments  are 
received  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
(October  22, 1980)  which  would  result  in 
a  contrary  determination  and  require 
republication  for  further  comments. 
ADDRESS:  Any  public  comments, 
including  written  data,  views  or 
arguments  concerning  the  addition 
should  be  addressed  to  Headquarters, 
Department  of  the  Army  (HQDA/ 
DAAG-AMR-R),  Washington,  DC  20314. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Guy  B.  Oldaker,  Administrative 
Management  Directorate,  The  Adjutant 
General's  Office,  Department  of  the 
Army,  Forrestal  Building,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SE,  Washington, 
DC  20314:  Telephone  202/693-0973. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Army  systems  of  records  inventory 
subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  (5  U.S.C. 

552a),  Pub.  L.  93-579  has  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  follows: 

FR  Doc.  79-37052  (44  FR  73729)  December  17. 

1979 

FR  Doc.  80-594  (45  FR  1658)  January  8, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-3891  (45  FR  8399)  February  7, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-7515  (45  FR  15736)  March  11, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-9633  (45  FR  20992)  March  31, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-10014  (45  FR  21673)  April  2, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-150501-M  (45  FR  26117)  April  17, 

1980 

FR  Doc.  80-13708  (45  FR  29390)  May  2. 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-18501  (45  FR  41478)  June  19, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-20779  (45  FR  46842)  July  11. 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-21847  (45  FR  48936)  July  22, 1980 

On  November  15, 1977  (42  FR  59099), 
system  notice  AO722.02DACH,  Baptism, 
Marriage,  and  Funeral  Files,  was  deleted 
from  the  Army’s  inventory  of  systems 
notices  for  two  reasons.  First,  the  Chief 
of  Chaplains  decided  to  discontinue 
maintenance  of  the  file  in  defense  to 
more  sophisticated  vital  records  keeping 
systems  of  State  and  Federal  agencies, 
and  various  religious  denominations. 
Secondly,  it  was  planned  to  offer/ 
transfer  the  1953-1977  segment  for 
accessioning  into  the  National  Archives 
as  an  accretion  to  similar  Hies  dated 
1917-1952.  To  date,  the  National 
Archives  has  not  accepted  the  offer.  As 
a  result,  the  records  remain  in  legal 
custody  of  the  Army  and  hence  subject 
to  the  public  notice  requirements  of  5 
use  552a. 

Since  this  notice  does  not  propose 
creation  of  either  new  or  additional 
records  or  change  to  any  individual 
rights,  the  proposed  addition  is  not 
deemed  to  be  within  the  purview  of  the 
provisions  of  5  USC  552a(o)  which 
requires  submission  of  a  new  or  altered 
system  report  pursuant  to  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  guidance  set 
forth  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
45877)  on  October  3. 1975. 

Addition 

AO722.02DACH 
SYSTEM  name: 

722.02  Baptism,  Marriage,  and  Funeral 
Files 

SYSTEM  location: 

Primary  System:  Office,  Chief  of 
Chaplains,  Department  of  the  Army, 
ATTN:  DACH-AMW,  Washington.  DC 
20310.  Records  from  1917-1952  are  in  the 
National  Archives:  records  from  1953- 
1977  are  in  the  Washington  National 
Records  Center  (WNRC),  Washington, 
DC  20409,  and  the  OfHce,  Chief  of 
Chaplains. 


CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Any  service  member,  dependent  of 
service  member,  authorized  civilian 
personnel,  and  retired  service  member 
for  whom  an  Army  chaplain  has 
performed  a  baptism,  marriage,  or 
funeral  at  an  Army  installation. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Files  contain  individual  records  of 
baptism,  marriage,  and  funeral  as 
submitted  by  the  officiating  Army 
chaplain.  Records  of  baptism,  marriage, 
and  funeral  for  the  period  1917-1955  are 
reported  by  the  officiating  chaplain  on  a 
Chaplains  Monthly  Report.  Information 
may  also  be  provided  by  religious 
denominational  headquarters  offices. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Title  10  U.S.C.,  Section  3547. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

For  personal  use  of  service  members, 
their  dependents,  and  authorized 
civilian  personnel. 

Army  Mutual  Aid  Association;  To 
provide  proof  of  marriage  for  insurance 
purposes. 

Baptism  records  provide  age  proof 
when  birth  records  are  unavailable. 

POLiaES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Chaplains  Monthly  Reports  for  period 
1917-1952  are  on  file  in  paper  record 
form  at  WRNC.  Records  of  baptism, 
marriage,  and  funeral  for  period  1953- 
1975  are  retained  in  the  Office,  Chief  of 
Chaplains  and  are  reproduced  from  roll 
microfilm.  Paper  records  are  on  file  in 
Office,  Chief  of  Chaplains  for  period 
January  1976-October  1977  pending 
microfilming. 

retrievabiuty: 

Filed  alphabetically  by  last  name. 
Records  of  marriage  are  filed 
alphabetically  by  last  name  of  groom. 
Records  of  funeral  are  filed  by  last  name 
of  deceased  person. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Buildings  employ  security  guards  at 
all  times. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  dated  1953-1977  are  retained 
for  50  years.  System  of  maintenance  of 
these  records  was  discontinued  1 
October  1977. 


SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Chief  of  Chaplains,  Headquarters, 
Department  of  the  Army,  The  Pentagon, 
Washington,  DC  20310. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from: 
Headquarters,  Department  of  the  Army 
(DACH-AMW),  Room  lE-417,  The 
Pentagon,  Washington,  DC  20310, 
Telephone;  Area  Code  202/695-1107. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  from  individuals  should  be 
addressed  to:  Headquarters,  Department 
of  the  Army  (DACH-AMW),  Room  lE- 
417,  The  Pentagon,  Washington,  DC 
20310. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  specify  type  of  record  requested. 

Baptism;  Full  name  of  person 
baptized;  approximate  date;  names  of 
parents  (maiden  name  of  mother);  name 
of  chaplain,  if  known;  and  place  of 
baptism. 

Marriage:  Full  name  of  groom  and 
maiden  name  of  bride;  approximate 
date;  name  of  installation  at  which 
marriage  was  performed;  and  name  of 
chaplain,  if  known. 

Funeral;  Name  of  deceased  person, 
year  of  death,  and  name  of  next-of-kin. 

Requester  may  visit  Office,  Chief  of 
Chaplains,  Room  lE-417,  The  Pentagon, 
Washington,  DC  20310  with  proof  of 
identity  for  his/her  own  record  or  that  of 
his/her  dependent  and  sign  a  receipt  for 
same. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Army’s  rules  for  access  to  records 
and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  may  be  obtained 
from  the  SYSMANAGER. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Records  created  and  submitted  to  the 
Office,  Chief  of  Chaplains  by  Army 
chaplains  and  authorized  civilian 
clergypersons  who  perform  pastoral 
duties  for  service  personnel,  their 
dependents,  and  authorized  civilian 
personnel. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

September  17, 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29170  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am) 
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Department  of  the  Navy 

Amendments  to  Systems  of  Records 
agency:  Department  of  the  Navy  (DON). 
action:  Notice  of  amendments  to 
systems  of  records. 

summary:  The  Department  of  the  Navy 
proposes  to  amend  two  systems  of 
records  subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974.  The  specific  changes  to  the 
systems  being  amended  are  set  forth 
below  followed  by  the  systems 
published  in  their  entirety,  as  amended. 
dates:  The  systems  shall  be  amended 
as  proposed  without  further  notice  on 
October  22, 1980,  imless  comments  are 
received  on  or  before  October  22, 1980, 
which  would  result  in  a  contrary 
determination. 

address:  Send  comments  to  the 
systems  managers  identified  in  the 
records  systems  notices. 
for  further  information  contact: 
Mrs.  Gwendolyn  R.  Rhoads.  Privacy  Act 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  (OP-09B1P), 
Department  of  the  Navy,  The  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20350,  telephone:  202- 
694-2004. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Navy  systems  of  records  notices  as 
prescribed  by  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974, 
Title  5.  U.S.C..  Section  552a  {Pub.  L.  93- 
579)  have  been  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  follows: 

FR  Doc  7S-36400  (44  FR  67703)  November  27, 
1979 

FR  Doc  79-36798  (44  FR  68747)  November  30, 
1979 

FR  Doc  79-37052  (44  FR  74553)  December  17, 

1979 

FR  Doc  80-6599  (45  FR  13794)  March  3, 1980 
FR  Doc  80-14965  (45  FR  32037)  May  15. 1980 
VR  Doc  80-15427  (45  FR  33679)  May  20. 1980 
FR  Doc  80-17286  (45  FR  38099)  June  6. 1980 
FR  Doc  80-19603  (45  FR  43841)  June  30. 1980 
FR  Doc  80-20317  (45  FR  43938)  July  8, 1980 
FR  Doc  80-23111  (45  FR  50851)  July  31. 1980 
FR  Doc  80-24237  (45  FR  53508)  August  12, 

1980 

FR  Doc  80-26396  (45  FR  57514)  August  28, 

1980 

The  proposed  corrections  are  not 
within  the  purview  of  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C,  552a(0)  of  the  Act  which  requires 
the  submission  of  a  new  or  altered 
system  report. 

September  17, 1980. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer 
Washington,  Headquarters  Services 
Department  of  Defense. 

N0001310 

System  name: 

Physical  Disability  Evaluation 
Proceedings  (44  FR  74575)  17  Dec  79 


Changes: 

System  location: 

Delete  the  entire  entry  and  substitute 
with  the  following:  “Director,  Naval 
Council  of  Personnel  Boards,  801  North 
Randolph  Street,  Arlington,  Virginia 
22203." 

Retention  and  disposal: 

Delete  the  entire  entry  and  substitute 
with  the  following:  “Records  are 
permanent.  They  are  retained  by  the 
Naval  Council  of  Personnel  Boards  for 
six  years.  After  that  time,  they  are  sent 
to  the  Federal  Records  Center,  Suitland, 
Maryland.” 

System  managerfs)  and  address: 

Delete  the  entire  entry  and  substitute 
with  the  following:  “Director,  Naval 
Council  of  Personnel  Boards,  801  North 
Randolph  Street,  Arlington,  Virginia 
22203."’ 

Notification  procedure: 

Delete  the  first  sentence  and 
substitute  a  new  first  sentence  as 
follows:  “Information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Naval  Council  of  Personnel 
Boards,  801  North  Randolph  Street, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203,” 

Record  access  procedures: 

Delete  the  entire  entry  and  substitute 
with  the  following:  “Request  from 
individuals  should  be  addressed  to: 
Director,  Naval  Council  of  Personnel 
Boards,  801  North  Randolph  Street, 
Arlington.  Virginia  22203.” 

N63285-01 

System  name: 

NIS  Investigative  Files  System  (44  FR 
74636) 17  Dec  79 

Changes: 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entire  entry  and  substitute 
with  the  following:  “5  U.S.C.  301;  44 
U.S.C.  3101;  47  U.S.C.  605,  Executive 
Memorandum  of  26  June  1939, 
Investigations  of  espionage,  counter¬ 
espionage  and  sabotage  matters; 
Executive  Order  12036,  United  States 
Intelligence  Activities;  SECNAVINST 
5520.3,  Criminal  and  Security 
Investigations  and  Related  Activities 
within  the  Department  of  the  Navy; 

DOD  Dir  5210.8,  Policy  on  Investigation 
and  Clearance  of  DOD  personnel  for 
access  to  Defense  information;  DOD  Dir 
5210.9,  Military  Personnel  Security 
Program;  DOD  Dir  5200.26,  Defense 
Investigative  Program;  DOD  Dir  5200.27, 
Acquisition  of  Information  Concerning 
Persons  and  Organizations  not  affiliated 


with  the  DOD;  and  DOD  Dir  5200.24, 
Telephone  Interception  and 
Eavesdropping.” 

N0001310 

SYSTEM  name: 

Physical  Disability  Evaluation 
Proceedings 

SYSTEM  location: 

Director,  Naval  Council  of  Personnel 
Boards,  801  North  Randolph  Street, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 

categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 

SYSTEM: 

All  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  personnel 
who  have  been  considered  by  a  Physical 
Evaluation  Board  for  separation  or 
retirement  by  reason  of  physical 
disability  (including  those  found  fit  for 
duty  by  such  boards). 

categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

File  contains  medical  board  reports; 
statements  of  findings  of  physical 
evaluation  boards;  medical  reports  from 
Veterans  Administration  and  civilian 
medical  facilities;  copies  of  military 
health  records;  copies  of  JAG  Manual 
investigations;  copies  of  prior  actions 
taken  in  the  case;  transcripts  of  physical 
evaluation  board  hearings;  rebuttals 
submitted  by  the  party;  intra-  and 
interagency  correspondence  concerning 
the  case;  correspondence  from  and  to 
the  party,  members  of  Congress, 
attorneys,  and  other  interested  parties; 
and  documents  concerning  the 
appointment  of  trustees  for  mentally 
incompetent  service  members. 

authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

10  U.S.C.  1216  and  10  U.S.C.  5148 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Department  of  the  Navy — Used  by 
personnel  in  the  performance  of  their 
official  duties  to  determine  fitness  for 
duty  or  eligibility  for  separation  or 
retirement  due  to  physical  disability  of 
Navy  and  Marine  Corps  personnel,  by 
establishing  the  existence  of  disability, 
the  degree  of  disability,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  the 
disability  was  incurred. 

Veterans  Administration — ^To  vertify 
information  of  service  connected 
disabilities  in  order  to  evaluate 
applications  for  veteran’s  benefits. 

Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General — ^Used  by  persormel  in  the 
performance  of  their  official  duties 
relating  to  legal  review  of  disability 
evalution  proceedings;  response  to 
official  inquiries  concerning  the 
disability  evalution  proceedings  of 
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particular  service  personnel;  to  obtain 
information  in  order  to  initiate  claims 
against  third  parties  for  recovery  of 
medical  expenses  under  the  Medical 
Care  Recovery  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2651-53); 
and  to  obtain  information  on  personnel 
determined  to  be  mentally  incompetent 
to  handle  their  own  financial  affairs,  in 
order  to  appoint  trustees  to  receive  their 
retired  pay.  In  addition,  the  information 
may  be  furnished  to  other  components 
of  the  Department  of  Defense. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Paper  records  in  file  folders. 

RETRIEV  ability: 

Filed  by  year  of  initial  disability 
processing,  and  alphabetically  by  name 
within  that  year.  Veterans’ 
Administration  to  verify  information  of 
service  connected  disabilities  in  order  to 
evaluate  applications  for  veterans’ 
benefits. 

safeguards: 

Files  are  maintained  in  file  cabinets  or 
other  storage  devices  under  the  control 
of  authorized  personnel  during  working 
hours;  the  office  space  in  which  the  file 
cabinets  and  storage  devices  are  located 
is  locked  outside  offical  working  hours. 

RENTENTION  AND  DISPOSAL.* 

Records  are  permanent.  They  are 
retained  by  the  Naval  Council  of 
Personnel  Boards  for  six  years.  After 
that  time,  they  are  sent  to  the  Federal 
Records  Center,  Suitland,  Marylcuid. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS; 

Director,  Naval  Council  of  Personnel 
Boards,  801  North  Randolph  Street, 
Arlington,  Virginia,  22203. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Naval  Council  of  Personnel  Boards,  802 
North  Randolph  Street,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203, 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  contain  the  full  name'of  the 
individual,  military  grade  or  rate,  and 
date  of  birth.  Written  requests  must  be 
signed  by  the  requesting  individual. 

For  personal  visits,  the  individual 
should  be  able  to  provide  some 
acceptable  identification,  such  as  a 
military  identification  card  (active  duty 
or  retired)  or  a  driver’s  license. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  from  the  individuals  should 
be  addressed  to:  Director,  Naval  Council 
of  Personnel  Boards,  801  North 
Randolph  Street,  Arlington,  Virginia, 
22203. 


CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  agency’s  rules  for  contesting 
contents  and  appealing  initial 
determination  by  the  individual 
concerned  may  be  obtained  from  the 
System  Manager. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Military  medical  boards  and  medical 
facilities;  Veterans’  Administration  and 
civilian  medical  facilities;  Physical 
Evaluation  Boards  and  other  activities 
of  the  Office  of  Naval  Disability 
Evaluation;  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and 
Surgery;  the  Fiduciary  Affairs  Section; 
Navy  and  Marine  Corps  local  command 
activities;  other  activities  of  the 
Department  of  Defense;  and 
correspondence  from  private  counsel 
and  other  interested  persons. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

N63285-01 

SYSTEM  name: 

NIS  Investigative  Files. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Primary  System — ^NIS  Records 
Management  Division  Administration 
Department  NIS  Headquarters, 

Hoffman  Building,  2461  Eisenhower 
Avenue,  Alexan^ia,  Virginia  22331. 
Decentralized  Segments — Naval 
Investigative  Service  Offices  (NISOs) 
retain  copies  of  certain  segments  of  the 
Investigative  files,  and  related 
documentation  for  up  to  one  year. 
Addresses  of  these  offices  are  included 
in  the  directwy  of  Department  of  the 
Navy  mailing  addresses.  Naval 
Investigative  Service  Resident  Agencies 
retain  copies  of  investigative  reports 
during  pendency  and  for  90  days 
thereafter.  They  also  retain  evidence 
custody  cards  on  persons  from  whom 
evidence  was  seized.  The  mraiber  and 
location  of  these  Resident  Agencies  are 
subject  to  change  in  order  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Department  of  the 
Navy.  Current  location  may  be  obtained 
from  Naval  Investigative  Service 
Headquarters. 

categories  of  individuals  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Persons  in  the  following  categories 
who  require  access  to  classified  Defense 
information  prior  to  August  1972:  Active 
and  inactive  members  of  the  naval 
service,  civilian  personnel  employed  by 
the  Department  of  the  Navy  (DON), 
industrial  and  contractor  personnel, 
civilian  personnel  being  considered  for 
sensitive  positions,  boards,  conferences, 
etc.,  civilian  personnel  who  worked  or 
resided  overseas,  Red  Cross  personnel. 


Civilian  and  military  personnel  accused, 
suspected  or  victims  of  felonies  type 
offenses,  or  lesser  offenses  impacting  on 
the  good  order,  discipline,  morale  or 
security  of  the  DON.  Civilian  personnel 
seeking  access  to  or  seeking  to  conduct 
or  operate  any  business  or  other 
function  aboard  a  DON  installation, 
facility  or  ship.  Civilian  or  military 
personnel  involved  in  the  loss, 
compromise  or  unauthorized  disclosure 
of  classified  material/information. 
Civilian  and  military  personnel  who 
were  of  counterintelligence  interest  to 
the  DON. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Official  Reports  of  Investigation  (ROI) 
prepared  by  NIS  or  other  military, 
federal,  state,  local  or  foreign  law 
enforcement  or  investigative  body  on 
either  hard  copy  or  microfilm. 

NIS  Operations  Reports  (NORs). 

NORs  document  information  receved  by 
NIS  which  is  of  interest  to  the  naval 
services  or  other  law  enforcement  or 
investigative  bodies.  'The  information 
reported  by  NORs  relates  to  matters 
involving  both  counterintelligence  and 
criminal  intelligence  operations  and 
activities. 

General  Administration  Reports 
(GEN).  The  investigative  purpose  of  the 
GEN  is  to  report  the  results  of  pre¬ 
employment  inquiries  on  applicants  for 
positions  as  Special  Agents  with  NIS. 

Investigative  summaries,  memoranda 
for  the  files  and  correspondence  relating 
to  specific  cases  and  contained  in  the 
individual  dossier. 

Polygraph  Data.  A  listing  of  persons 
who  submitted  to  polygraph 
examinations  by  examiners.  The 
data  includes  the  examinee’s  name, 
location  and  results  of  the  examination 
and  the  identity  of  the  examiner. 

Case  control  and  management 
documents  which  serve  as  the  basis  for 
controlling  and  guiding  the  investigative 
activity. 

Records  identifying  confidential 
sources  and  contacts  with  them. 

Index  to  persons  reported  by  “Name 
Only’’. 

Wiretape  Data  Records.  Automated 
listing  of  persons  who  were  subjects  of 
wiretapping  or  eavesdropping 
operations. 

Case  Control  and  Narcotics  Data 
Records.  Automated  used  only  for 
statistical  purposes  in  accounting  for 
productivity,  manhours  expenditures; 
various  statistical  data  concerning 
narcotics  usage  and  used  solely  for 
statistical  purposes. 

Modus  Operand!  Files. 

Screening  Board  Reports.  These 
reports  set  forth  the  results  of  oral 
examinations  of  applicants  for  a 
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position  as  a  Special  Agent  with  the 
NIS. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM; 

5  U.S.C.  301;  44  U.S.C.  3101;  47  U.S.C. 
605,  Executive  Memorandum  of  26  June 
1939,  Investigations  of  espionage, 
counterespionage  and  sabotage  matters; 
Executive  Order  12036,  United  States 
Intelligence  Activities:  SECNAVINST 
5520.3,  Criminal  and  Security 
Investigations  and  Related  Activities 
w'ithin  the  Department  of  the  Navy: 

DOD  Dir  5210.6,  Policy  on  Investigation 
and  Clearance  of  DOD  personnel  for 
access  to  Defense  information;  DOD  Dir 
5210.9,  Military  Personnel  Security 
Program;  DOD  Dir  5200.26,  Defense 
Investigative  Program;  DOD  Dir  5200.27, 
Acquisition  of  Information  Concerning 
Persons  and  Organizations  not  affiliated 
with  the  DOD;  and  DOD  Dir  5200.24, 
Telephone  Interception  and 
Eavesdropping. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

The  information  in  this  system  is 
(was)  collected  to  meet  the 
investigative,  counterintelligence  and 
security  responsibilities  of  die  DON. 

This  includes  personnel  security, 
internal  security,  criminal  and  other  law 
enforcement  matters  all  of  which  are 
essential  to  the  effective  operation  of 
the  department. 

The  records  in  this  system  are  used  to 
make  determinations  of  suitability  for 
access  or  continued  access  to  classided 
information,  suitability  for  employment 
or  assignment,  suitability  for  access  to 
military  installations  or  industrial  firms 
engaged  in  government  projects/ 
contracts,  suitability  for  awards  or 
similar  benefits;  referral  to  other  law 
enforcement  or  investigatory  authorities 
for  law  enforcement  purposes;  use  in 
current  law  enforcement  investigation  of 
any  type  including  applicants;  use  in 
judicial  or  adjudicative  proceedings 
including  litigation  or  in  accordance 
with  a  court  order;  insurance  claims 
including  workmen’s  compensation; 
provide  protective  services  under  the 
DOD  Distinguished  Visitor  Protection 
Program  and  to  assist  the  U.S.  Secret 
Service  in  meeting  its  responsibilities; 
congressional  interest  including  the 
General  Accounting  Office;  respond  to 
the  Freedom  of  Information  and  Privacy 
Acts;  use  for  public  affairs  or  publicity 
purposes  such  as  wanted  persons,  etc.; 
referral  of  matters  under  their 
cognizance  to  federal,  state  or  local  law 
enforcement  authorities  including 
criminal  prosecution,  civil  court  action 
or  regulatory  order;  disclosure  to  federal 


intelligence/counterintelligence 
agencies  of  matters  under  their  purview; 
disclosure  to  foreign  government 
organizations  of  criminal  and 
counterintelligence  information 
necessary  for  the  prosecution  of  justice, 
or  for  mutual  security  and  protection; 
advising  higher  authorities  and  naval 
commands  of  important  developments 
impacting  on  security,  good  order  or 
discipline;  reporting  of  statistical  data  to 
naval  commands  and  higher  authority; 
disclosure  to  the  National  Archives:  use 
by  other  investigative  unit  (federal,  state 
or  local)  for  whom  the  investigation  was 
conducted;  released  to  defense  counsel, 
disclosure  in  course  of  acquiring  the 
information,  input  into  the  Defense 
Central  Index  of  Investigations; 
disclosure  to  victims  of  crimes  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  pursue  civil  and 
criminal  remedies. 

Users  of  the  records  in  this  system 
include  employees  of  the  NIS  who 
require  access  for  operational, 
administrative  or  supervisory  purposes; 
DOD  criminal  investigative, 
investigative  and  intelligence  units; 
federal,  state  and  local  units  engaged  in 
criminal  investigative,  investigative  and 
intelligence  activities;  federal  regulatory 
agencies  with  investigative  units,  DOD 
components  making  suitability 
determinations;  federal,  state  or  local 
judicial  or  adjudicative  bodies; 
congressional  bodies,  including  the 
General  Accounting  Ofhce  who  require 
access  within  the  scope  of  their 
jurisdiction  for  those  authorized 
purposes  enumerated  above  to  the 
extent  that  those  purposes  are  within 
the  scope  of  their  authority.  Commercial 
insurance  companies  in  those  instances 
in  which  they  have  a  ligitimate  interest 
in  the  results  of  the  investigation,  but 
only  to  that  extent  and  provided  an 
invasion  of  privacy  is  not  involved. 
Victims  of  crimes  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  pursue  civil  and  criminal 
remedies. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Paper  records  in  file  folders,  on  cards 
and  on  microfilm.  Automated  records  on 
magnetic  tape. 

retrievability: 

NIS  permanent  files  are  filed  by 
terminal  digit  number.  In  order  to  locate 
the  file  it  is  necessary  to  query  the 
Defense  Central  Index  of  Investigations 
(DCII)  computer  using  the  name  of  the 
subject  and  at  least  one  other  personal 
identifier  such  as  a  date  of  birth,  place 
of  birth,  social  security  number  or 
military  service  number.  Files  may  also 


be  retrieved  by  case  control  number 
assigned  at  the  time  the  investigation  is 
initiated.  Copies  of  the  files  in  the 
NISOs  and  resident  agencies  are 
retrieved  by  name. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

NIS  investigative  files  (permanent  and 
temporary)  are  maintained  and  stored  in 
open  shelves  and  filing  cabinets  located 
in  secured  areas  accessible  only  to 
authorized  personnel.  Dated  files  are 
retired  to  the  Washington  National 
Records  Center  where  retrieval  is 
restricted  to  NIS  authorized  personnel. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Retention  of  completed  NIS 
Investigative  files  on  Personnel  Security 
Investigations  (PSI)  is  authorized  for  15 
years  unless  adverse  information  is 
developed,  in  which  case  they  may  be 
retained  for  25  year.  PSI  files  on  persons 
considered  for  affiliation  with  DOD  will 
be  destroyed  within  one  year  if  the 
affiliation  is  not  consummated.  Special 
Agent  applicant  records  are  retained  for 
one  year  if  the  applicant  declines  offer 
of  employment  and  five  years  if  the 
applicant  is  rejected  for  employment. 
Criminal  files  are  retained  for  25  years. 
Major  investigations  of 
counterintelligence/security  nature,  of 
espionage  or  sabotage,  may  be  retained 
permanently.  Certain  of  the  above 
records,  when  found  to  have  possible 
historical  value,  may  be  offered  to  the 
National  Archives  for  continued 
retention.  Counterintelligence  records 
on  persons  not  affiliated  with  DOD  must 
be  destroyed  within  90  days  of  or  one 
year  under  criteria  set  forth  in  DOD 
Directive  5200.27,  unless  retention  is 
required  by  law  or  specifically  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  Files 
retained  in  the  NISOs  and  resident 
agencies  are  temporary  and  are 
destroyed  after  90  days  or  1  year,  as 
appropriate. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

The  Director,  Naval  Investigative 
Service  has  ultimate  responsibility  for 
all  NIS  file  holdings.  Management  of  NIS  * 
permanent  files  is  the  direct 
responsibility  of  the  Assistant  Director 
for  Administration.  NISO  Commanding 
Officers  are  responsible  for  files 
retained  in  their  NISO  subordinate 
resident  agencies. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE; 

All  requests  relative  to  the  retention 
and/or  releasability  of  NIS  investigative 
files  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Director,  Naval  Investigative  Service, 

2461  Eisenhower  Avenue,  Alexandria, 
Virginia  22331.  Requests  must  contain 
the  full  name  of  the  individual  and  at 
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least  one  additional  personal  identiHer 
such  as  date  and  place  of  birth,  social 
security  number  or  military  service 
number.  Personal  visits  by  requesters 
should  be  contend  to  the  Naval 
Investigative  Service  Headquarters  at 
the  above  address.  It  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  vagaries  of  the  automated 
indexing  system  might  preclude  a  same 
day  response.  Persons  submitting 
written  requests  must  properly  establish 
their  identity  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
NIS.  Where  a  question  exists,  a  signed, 
notarized  statement  or  other  certiHed 
form  of  identificatipn  will  be  required. 
Individuals  appearing  in  person  may 
present  proof  of  identification  in  the 
from  of  military  ID  card,  valid  driver’s 
license,  or  other  suitable  form  of 
identification  bearing  a  photograph  and 
signature.  Attorneys  or  other  persons 
acting  on  behalf  of  a  subject  of  a  record 
must  provide  a  notarized  authorization 
from  the  subject  record. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Individuals  may  take  inquiries  relative 
to  NIS  records  maintained  on  them  thru 
the  NIS  Information  and  Privacy 
Coordinator,  Naval  Investigative  service 
Headquarters,  at  the  address  specified 
in  the  previous  paragraph. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES. 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  may  be  obtained 
from  the  SYSMANAGER. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

See  Exemption. 

SYSTEM  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN  PROVISIONS 
OF  THE  ACT: 

Parts  of  this  system  may  be  exempt 
under  5  U.S.C.  552a  (j)(2)  and  (k)  (1) 
through  (6),  as  applicable.  For  additional 
information,  contact  the  system 
manager. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29172  Filed  9-19-80:  8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3810-71-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

The  Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Amendments 
to  Systems  of  Records 

AGENCY:  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (OSD). 

ACTION:  Notification  of  amendments  for 
systems  of  records. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  proposes  to  amend  two  systems 
of  records  subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974.  The  two  systems  being  amended 
are  set  forth  below  under 
"Amendments." 


DATES:  These  systems  shall  be  amended 
as  proposed  without  further  notice  on 
October  22, 1980,  unless  comments  are 
received  on  or  before  October  22, 1980, 
which  would  result  in  a  contrary 
determination  and  require  republication 
for  further  comments. 
address:  Any  public  comments, 
including  written  data,  views  or 
arguments  concerning  the  amendments 
should  be  addressed  to  the  System 
Manager  identified  in  the  particular 
record  system  concerned. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  James  S.  Nash,  Chief,  Records 
Management  Division,  WHS,  Room 
5C315,  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C. 

20301.  Telephone:  202-695-0970. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
systems  of  records  notices  inventory 
subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5 
U.S.C.  522a],  Pub.  L.  93-579  have  been 
published  to  date  in  the  Federal  Register 
as  follows: 

FR  Doc.  79-370542  (44  FR  74088)  December 
17, 1979 

FR  Doc.  80-7517  (45  FR  15604)  March  11, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-8135  (45  FR  17056)  March  17, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-13709  (45  FR  29390)  May  2, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-13707  (45  FR  29590)  May  5, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-15479  (45  FR  34034)  May  21, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-15775  (45  FR  34956)  May  23, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-19461  (45  FR  43409)  June  27, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-23575  (45  FR  51880)  August  6, 1980 
FR  Doc.  80-26326  (45  FR  55516)  August  20, 

1980  I 

FR  Doc.  80-25947  (45  FR  56861)  August  26, 
1980 

FR  Doc.  80-26399  (45  FR  57515)  August  28, 
1980 

These  systems  do  not  fall  within  the 
purview  of  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  Circular  A-108, 
Transmittal  Memoranda  No.  1  and  No.  3, 
dated  September  30, 1975,  and  May  17, 
1976,  respectively,  which  provide 
supplemental  guidance  to  Federal 
Agencies  regarding  the  preparation  and 
submission  of  reports  of  their  intention 
to  establish  or  alter  systems  of  records 
under  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974.  This  OMB 
guidance  was  set  forth  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  45877)  on  October  3, 

1975. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  af  Defense. 

September  17, 1980. 

Amendments 

Following  the  identification  made  of 
the  OSD  systems  and  the  specific 
changes  made  therein,  the  complete 
revised  record  systems,  as  amended,  are 
published  in  their  entirety.  Citations  are 
contained  in  the  December  17, 1979, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 


DPA&E  02 

System  name: 

Administration  Files  for  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  for  PA&E 
(44  FR  74120, 17  December  1979). 

Changes: 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Under  the  above  heading  delete  the 
present  entry  and  insert: 

“Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

“OASD  (PA&E) — ^To  evaluate  current 
and  prospective  employees;  to  locate 
former  personnel  and  prospects;  to 
analyze  professional  staff  background; 
to  make  decisions  on  hiring,  promotion, 
training,  awards,  or  disciplinary  actions; 
to  make  comparative  analyses  of 
personnel  data  such  as  turnover  rates, 
awards,  academic  degrees,  average  age, 
travel,  and  overtime;  to  determine  level 
of  security  access  permissible;  to 
evaluate  conformance  with  standards  of 
conduct  rules;  to  evaluate  contractor 
capabilities;  to  provide  information  on 
current  or  former  personnel  to  authorize 
investigators  and  potential  outside 
employers;  to  make  campaign  reports;  to 
evaluate  effectiveness  of  PA&E 
personnel  operationsi;  to  input  selected 
data  to  computer  systems;  to  perform 
computer  analyses  of  the  data;  and  to 
prepare  reports,  rosters  and  statistical 
data. 

“External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

"See  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (OSD)  Blanket  Routine  Uses  at 
the  head  of  this  Component’s  published 
system  notices.’’. 

Storage: 

Between  the  fourth  and  fifth  lines, 
insert:  “Microfiche”. 

Contesting  record  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
CFR  286b  and  OSD  Administrative 
Instruction  No.  81.” 

DWHS  P01 

System  name: 

Supergrade  Correspondence,  Reports, 
and  Case  Files  (44  FR  74128,  December 
17, 1979). 

Changes: 

Delete  the  above  system  name,  and 
insert  the  following: 
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“Senior  Executive  Service  (SES)  and 
Equivalent  Executive  Level 
Correspondence,  Reports,  and  Case 
Files.". 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Any  individual  who  is  currently  in, 
was  recommended  for,  or  has  held  an 
executive  position  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (OSD),  OSD  field 
activities,  the  Organization  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  U.S.  Court  of  Military 
Appeals,  the  U.S.  Mission  to  NATO,  the 
NATO  International  Staff,  the  NATO 
Support  Group,  and  the  Defense 
agencies.”. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“File  contains  both  approved  and 
disapproved  cases.  File  also  contains 
copy  of  individual’s  SF-171,  position 
description,  position  evaluation 
statement,  organization  chart.  Office  of 
Personnel  Management  (0PM)  Form 
1390,  SF-161,  or  161A,  correspondence, 
and  other  selected  documents.". 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Title  5,  United  States  Code,  Section 
301.”. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Under  the  above  heading  delete  the 
present  entry  and  insert: 

“Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Records  provide  information 
necessary  for  carrying  out  the  SES 
personnel  and  position  management 
functions.  The  Office  of  Secretary  of 
Defense  (OSD),  OSD  field  activities,  the 
Organization  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  on  Staff 
(OJCS),  the  U.S.  Court  of  Military 
Appeals  (COMA),  the  U.S.  Mission  to 
NATO,  the  NATO  International  Staff, 
the  NATO  Support  Group,  and  the 
Defense  Agencies  are  part  of  routine 
use. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

•  The  Office  of  Personnel  Management 
(0PM)  uses  the  information  necessary 
for  the  OPM  to  carry  out  its 
Government-wide  personnel  functions.”. 

Storage: 

Delete  the  word  “folders.”,  and  insert: 
“folders  in  metal  Hie  cabinets.”. 


Safeguards: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Access  is  granted  only  to  personnel 
and  management  officials  having  a 
need-to-know.  Building  employs  security 
guards.  Records  are  maintained  in  an 
area  accessible  only  to  authorized 
personnel.”. 

Notification  procedure: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Information  may  be  obtained  from: 
Directorate  for  Personnel  and  Security, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services 
(WHS),  Room  3B347,  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20301.  Telephone:  202- 
697-4211”. 

Record  access  procedure: 

Delete  “SYSMANAGER.”  and  insert: 
“System  Manager.”. 

DPA&E  02 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Administrative  Files  for  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  for 
PA&E. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  (Program  Analysis  and 
Evaluation),  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C. 
20301. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INOIVIOUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

All  current  and  former  military  and 
civilian  personnel  employed  by  or 
assigned  to  PA&E  since  1965. 

Current  and  some  past  applicants  or 
prospects  for  civilian  or  military  jobs. 
Some  contractor  personnel. 

Other  DoD  or  outside  personnel 
currently  or  previously  assigned,  or 
under  consideration,  to  provide  support 
or  work  with  PA&E. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

System  contains  individual 
application  forms;  biographical  data; 
employment  history;  professional  and 
military  experience;  schooling  and 
academic  records;  performance 
effectiveness  data;  honors,  awards  and 
decorations;  security  forms;  security 
clearances;  security  violations 
publications;  training  and  career 
development  information;  telephone 
rosters;  certain  financial  interest  and 
medical  history  data;  information  used 
to  evaluate  individuals  for  employment, 
promotion,  reassignment,  training, 
retention  and  awards;  job  descriptions; 
letters  of  commendation  or  appreciation; 
earnings  and  leave  statements;  overtime 
pay  records;  travel  orders;  certain  travel 
vouchers;  retirement  application  papers; 


temue  data;  next  employment 
information;  savings  bond  and 
Combined  Federal  Campaign  (CFC)  |data 
(current  year  only);  and  miscellaneous  ' 
personnel  and  administrative  data  of 
like  nature. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

10  U.S.C.  Section  136. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

OASD(PA&E) — ^To  evaluate  current 
and  prospective  employees:  to  locate 
former  personnel  and  prospects;  to 
analyze  professional  staff  background; 
to  make  decisions  on  hiring,  promotion, 
training,  awards,  or  disciplinary  actions; 
to  make  comparative  analyses  of 
personnel  data  such  as  turnover  rates, 
awards,  academic  degrees,  average  age, 
travel,  and  overtime;  to  determine  level 
of  security  access  permissible;  to 
evaluate  conformance  with  standards  of 
conduct  rules;  to  evaluate  contractor 
capabilities;  to  provide  information  on 
current  or  former  personnel  to 
authorized  investigators  and  potential 
outside  employers;  to  make  campaign 
reports;  to  evaluate  effectiveness  of 
PA&E  personnel  operations;  to  input 
selected  data  to  computer  systems;  to 
perform  computer  analyses  of  the  data; 
and  to  prepare  reports,  rosters  and 
statistical  data. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

See  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(OSD)  Blanket  Routine  Uses  at  the  head 
of  this  Component’s  published  system 
notices. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Paper  records  in  file  folders 
Biography  book 
Computer  disks 
Computer  paper  printouts 
Microfiche 
Charts 

retrievabiuty: 

Information  accessed  by  last  name  of 
individual. 

Individual  user  codes  and  passwords 
required  to  access  information  stored  in 
computer. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Building  employs  security  guards. 
Sensitive  manually  stored  data  kept  in 
locked  cabinets  or  safes  and  may  be 
accessed  only  by  authorized  personnel. 

Computer  stored  data  is  kept  in  a 
secure  computer  facility  and  may  be 
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accessed  only  by  authorized,  properly 
trained  personnel  who  have  access 
codes  and  passwords. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  on  current  and  former 
personnel  are  permanent.  Travel  orders, 
overtime  authorizations  and  similar 
fiscal  records  are  kept  for  three  years. 
Applicant  files  are  screened  about  once 
a  year  and  information  outdated  or  no 
longer  needed  is  destroyed.  Campaign 
data  for  other  than  current  year  is 
destroyed  annually. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(Program  Analysis  and  Evaluation), 

Room  2D321,  Pentagon,  Washington, 

D.C.  20301. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE! 

Information  may  be  obtained  from: 
OASD(PA&E),  Assistant  for 
Management,  Room  2D321,  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20301.  Telephone:  202- 
697-9189. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  from  individuals  should  be 
addressed  to:  OASD(PA&E),  Assistant 
for  Management,  Room  2D321,  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20301. 

Written  request  must  contain  full 
name  and  identification  of  the 
individual.  Visitors  may  be  required  to 
provide  identification. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
CFR  286b  and  OSD  Administrative 
Instruction  No.  81. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Current  and  previous  employers, 
instructors,  associates  and  contacts; 

DoD  civilian  and  military  personnel 
offices;  DoD  security  offices;  DoD 
payroll,  travel  and  fiscal  ofHces;  Civil 
Service  Commission;  contractors;  Air 
Force  Data  Services  Center;  PA&E 
personnel;  educational  institutions; 
financial  institutions. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Senior  Executive  Service  (SES)  and 
Equivalent  Executive  Level 
Corresponsence,  Reports,  and  Case 
Files. 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Directorate  for  Personnel  and 
Security,  Washington  Headquarters 
Services  (WHS),  Department  of  Defense, 


Room  3B347,  Pentagon,  Washington, 

D.C.  20301. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Any  individual  who  is  currently  in, 
was  recommended  for,  or  has  held  an 
executive  position  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (OSD),  OSD  field 
activities,  the  Organization  of  the  )oint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  U.S.  Court  of  Military 
Appeals,  the  U.S.  Mission  to  NATO,  the 
NATO  International  Staff,  the  NATO 
Support  Group,  and  the  Defense 
agencies. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

File  contains  both  approved  and 
disapproved  cases.  File  also  contains 
copy  of  individual’s  SF-171,  position 
description,  position  evaluation 
statement,  organization  chart.  Office  of 
Personnel  Management  (0PM)  Form 
1390,  SF-161,  or  161A,  correspondence, 
and  other  selected  documents. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Title  5,  United  States  Code,  Section 
301. 

routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 

THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes; 

Records  provide  information 
necessary  for  carrying  out  the  SES 
personnel  and  position  management 
functions.  The  Office  of  Secretary  of 
Defense  (OSD),  OSD  field  activities,  the 
Organization  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
(OJCS),  the  U.S.  Court  of  Military 
Appeals  (COMA),  the  U.S.  Mission  to 
NATO,  the  NATO  International  Staff, 
the  NATO  Support  Group,  and  the 
Defense  Agencies  are  part  of  routine 
use. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

The  Office  of  Personnel  Management 
(0PM)  uses  the  information  necessary 
for  the  OFM  to  carry  out  its 
Government-wide  personnel  functions. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM. 

storage: 

Paper  records  in  file  folders  in  metal 
file  cabinets. 

RETRIEV  ability: 

Filed  by  organization,  and  then 
alphabetically  by  name. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Access  is  granted  only  to  personnel 
and  management  officials  having  a 
need-to-know.  Building  employs  security 
guards.  Records  are  maintained  in  an 


Sarea  accessible  only  to  authorized 
personnel. 

RETENTION  AND'DISPOSAL: 

Files  maintained  indefinitely. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director  for  Personnel  and  Security, 
WHS,  Room  3B347,  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20301. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from: 
Directorate  for  Personnel  and  Security, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services 
(WHS),  Room  3B347,  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20301.  Telephone:  202- 
697-4211. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURE: 

Requests  from  individuals  should  be 
addressed  to  the  above  System 
Manager. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
CFR  286b  and  OSD  Administrative 
Instruction  No.  81. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

SF-171  from  individual,  other  material 
obtained  from  personnel  offices  and 
statements  from  management  officials. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29169  Tiled  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  3810-70-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Ethnic 
Heritage  Studies;  Meeting 

agency:  National  Adivsory  Council  on 
Ethnic  Heritage  Studies. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  agenda  of  a  forthcoming 
meeting  of  the  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies.  This 
notice  also  describes  the  functions  of 
the  Council.  Notice  of  this  meeting  is 
required  under  Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act.  This 
document  is  intended  to  notify  the 
general  public  of  their  opportunity  to 
attend. 
date: 

October  8, 1980,  9:00  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m. 
October  9, 1980,  9:00  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m. 
October  10, 1980, 9:00  a.m.  to  12:30  p.m. 
address:  San  Francisco  State 
University,  Blakeslee  Room,  Physical 
Science  Building  (Room  1000),  1600 
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Holloway  Avenue,  San  Francisco, 
California  94132. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr,  Lawrence  E,  Koziarz,  Director,  ROB- 
3,  Room  3928,  202-245-9506. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Ethnic 
Heritage  Studies  is  established  under 
Section  956  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965  as 
added  by  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1972  (Pub.  L  92-318)  and  amended  by 
the  Education  Amendments  of  1978 
(Pub.  L.  95-561),  The  Council  is 
established  to  advise  the  Secretary  and 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Educational 
Research  and  Improvement  on  the 
implementation  of  Part  E  of  Title  IX  of 
the  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act  of  1965  in  order  to 
provide  assistance  designed  to  afford 
students  the  opportunity  to  learn  about 
their  own  cultural  heritage  and  the 
contributions  of  the  other  ethnic  groups 
of  the  Nation. 

The  Council  shall  advise  concerning 
matters  of  general  policy,  arising  from 
the  administration  of  programs 
authorized  by  Part  E  of  Title  IX,  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  of  1965,  and  shall  perform  speciHc 
functions  as  follows:  (a)  make 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  and 
the  Assistant  Secretary  regarding  the 
collection  of  data  to  facilitate  program 
planning  and  evaluation;  e.g., 
recommend  a  survey  of  needs  to 
determine  or  modify  program  priorities, 
or  suggest  national  or  regional  reviews 
of  intercultural  curriculum  and 
personnel  development;  (b)  suggest 
innovations  to  meet  program  needs  or 
otherwise  improve  ethnic  heritage 
studies;  (c)  suggest  promising  areas  of 
inquiry  to  give  direction  to  research;  e.g,, 
recommended  ethnographic  studies  as 
required  for  substantial  intercultural 
curriculum  materials  development;  (d) 
provide  such  administrative  and 
legislative  proposals  as  may  be 
appropriate;  and  (e)  not  later  than  June 
30  of  each  year,  submit  to  the  Congress, 
a  report  of  its  activities,  findings  and 
recommendations. 

The  proposed  agenda  include: 
Octobers.  1980 
Council  Business  Meeting. 

Two  presentations — ^The  California  State 
Department  of  Education  and  the  Oakland 
Unified  School  District 

October  9. 1980 

Presentation  by  Mono-ethnic  projects  in  the 
Bay  Area. 

A  presentation  by  the  San  Francisco  State 
University  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies 
Department 


October  10. 1980 

National  Advisory  Council  assessment  of 
presentations. 

Planning  of  January  meeting  and  other 
business  as  determined  by  the  Council. 

Records  are  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings,  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Ethnic 
Heritage  Studies,  ROB-3.  Room  3928,  7th 
and  D  Street,  S.W„  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 
17, 1970. 

Lawrence  E.  Koziarz, 

Director.  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  Program. 

|FR  Doc.  80-2mS7  KiU^d  9-19-80;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Proposed  Remedial  Order  to  Atlantic 
Richfield  Co. 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  to  Atlantic  Richfield  Company 
and  Opportunity  for  Objection. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192(c),  the 
Office  of  Special  Counsel  (OSC)  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE),  gives 
notice  that  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
(PRO)  was  issued  on  September  3, 1980 
to  Atlantic  Richfield  Company  (ARCO), 
515  South  Flower  Street,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90017. 

•  By  this  PRO,  OSC  sets  forth  findings 
of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law 
concerning  ARCO’s  obligations  in 
calculating  increased  product  costs 
under  the  refiner  price  rules  in  10  CFR, 
Part  212,  Subpart  E  between  August  20, 
1973,  and  December  31, 1977.  ARCO  is 
charged  with  overstating  its  increased 
costs  of  crude  oil  by  $81.2  million  in 
violation  of  10  CFR  212.82,  212.83,  and 
212.126(b).  Specifically,  ARCO  is 
charged  with  violating  these  regulations 
as  follows: 

1.  ARCO  incorrectly  reported  the  cost 
of  crude  oil  recorded  by  its  Western 
Region  Crude  Accounting  group  during 
May  of  1973  and  months  of 
measurement  after  January  of  1975  by 
using  accounting  procedures  which 
differed  from  the  customary  accounting 
procedures  used  by  that  group  in  May 
1973:  and 

2.  ARCO  incorrectly  reported  the  cost 
of  crude  oil  for  May  1973  by  failing  to 
compute  the  cost  of  transportation  of 
crude  oil  aboard  company  owned  or 
controlled  vessels  in  accordance  with 
the  customary  accounting  procedure 
used  by  its  Marine  Transportation 
Group  in  May  1973. 

As  a  remedy,  ARCO  is  directed  to 
recompute  its  product  costs  for  the  time 


in  question  using  its  customary 
accounting  procedures. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  free  of  charge 
by  written  request  from:  Milton  Jordan, 
Director,  Freedom  of  Information  and 
Privacy  Act  Activities,  Forrestal 
Building,  Room  GB-145, 1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20585. 

Copies  may  be  obtained  in  person 
from:  Office  of  Freedom  of  Information, 
Reading  Room,  Forrestal  Building,  Room 
GA-152, 1000  Independence  Avenue 
SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

Aggrieved  persons  may  object  to  this 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  by  filing  a 
“Notice  of  Objection  to  the  Proposed 
Atlantic  Richfield  Company  Remedial 
Order."  The  Notice  must  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  10  CFR  205.193.  To 
be  considered,  a  Notice  of  Objection 
must  be  filed  with:  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Department  of  Energy, 
2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room  8014, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

The  Notice  must  be  filed,  in  duplicate, 
by  4:30  p.m.  EDT  on  or  before  October 
22, 1980.  In  addition,  a  copy  of  the 
Notice  of  Objection  must,  on  the  same 
day  as  filing,  be  served  on  ARCO  and 
on  each  of  the  following  persons, 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.193(c): 

Richard  H.  Koebert,  Audit  Manager, 
Pacific  District,  Office  of  Special 
Counsel,  Department  of  Energy,  1340 
West  6th  Street,  Room  233,  Los 
Angeles,  California  90017. 

George  Kielman,  Associate  Solicitor  to 
the  Special  Counsel  for  Compliance. 
Department  of  Energy,  12th  & 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Mail  Stop 
2140,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

No  data  or  information  which  is 
confidential  shall  be  included  in  any 
Notice  of  Objection. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  the  9th  day 
of  September  1980. 

Paul  L.  Bloom, 

Special  Counsel  for  Compliance. 

|FR  Due.  80-29108  Filed  9-19-BO;  8:45  uni| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Proposed  Subsequent  Arrangement 

Pursuant  to  section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  2160),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
proposed  “subsequent  arrangement" 
under  the  Agreement  for  Cooperation 
Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Government 
of  Japan  Concerning  Civil  Uses  of 
Atomic  Energy,  as  amended. 

The  subsequent  arrangement  to  be 
carried  out  under  the  above  mentioned 
agreement  involves  approval  for  the  sale 
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of  20  micrograms  of  Plutonium-242  to  be 
used  as  a  standard  tracer  in  the 
radiochemical  analysis  of  tissue 
samples  of  the  National  Institute  of 
Radiological  Sciences,  Japan. 

In  accordance  with  section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  the 
furnishing  of  the  nuclear  material  will 
not  be  inimical  to  the  common  defense 
and  security. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  will 
take  e^ect  no  sooner  than  fifteen  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Dated;  September  17, 1980. 

Harold  D.  Bengelsdorf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs,  International 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

im  Doc.  80-29255  Filed  0-19-80;  B>15  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Proposed  Subsequent  Arrangement 

Pursuant  to  Section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2160),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
proposed  “subsequent  arrangement” 
authorized  by  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act 
of  1979  (Pub.  L.  96-8). 

This  subsequent  arrangement  would 
give  approval  for  the  sale  of  47 
kilograms  of  uranium  hexafluoride 
enriched  to  approximately  19%  in  U-235, 
for  the  manufacture  of  fuel  for  a 
homogeneous  research  reactor  on 
Taiwan. 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  the 
furnishing  of  the  nuclear  material 
(Contract  S-CI-17)  will  not  be  inimical 
to  the  common  defense  and  security. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  will 
take  effect  no  sooner  than  fifteen  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Dated:  September  17, 1980. 

Harold  D.  Bengelsdorf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs.  International 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29256  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


Proposed  Subsequent  Arrangements 

Pursuant  to  Section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2160)  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
proposed  “subsequent  arrangements” 
under  the  Additional  Agreement  for 
Cooperation  Between  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
European  Atomic  Energy  Community 
(EURATOM)  Concerning  Peaceful  Uses 


of  Atomic  Energy,  as  amended,  and  the 
Agreement  for  Cooperation  Between  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Government  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Australia  Concerning 
Civil  Uses  of  Atomic  Energy,  as 
amended. 

The  subsequent  arrangements  to  be 
carried  out  under  the  above  mentioned 
agreements  involve  approval  of  the 
following  sales: 

Contract  No.  S-EU-659,  to  France.  200 
milligrams  of  plutonium-240,  200 
milligrams  of  plutonium-241,  and  200 
milligrams  of  uranium-236  to  be  used 
for  preparation  of  fission  chambers 
and  targets  for  experimental  reactors. 
Contract  No.  S-EU-660,  to  France.  2 
grams  of  uranium-238  to  be  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  uranium  detectors  for 
use  in  power  reactors. 

Contract  No.  S-AU-101,  to  Australia,  4 
milligrams  of  thorium-230,  to  be  used 
to  calibrate  a  neutron  detector  in  a 
low  radiation  background  enclosure. 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  the 
furnishing  of  these  nuclear  materials 
will  not  be  inimical  to  the  common 
defense  and  security. 

These  subsequent  arrangements  will 
take  effect  no  sooner  than  fifteen  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Dated:  September  17, 1980. 

Harold  D.  Bengelsdorf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs,  International 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29257  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Issuance  of  Proposed  Decisions  and 
Orders;  Week  of  August  25  through 
August  29, 1960 

During  the  week  of  August  25  through 
August  29, 1980,  the  proposed  decisions 
and  orders  summarized  below  were 
issued  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
with  regard  to  applications  for 
exception. 

Under  the  procedural  regulations  that 
apply  to  exception  proceedings  (10  CFR, 
Part  205,  Subpart  D),  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  issuance  of  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  in  final 
form  may  file  a  written  notice  of 
objection  within  ten  days  of  service.  For 
purposes  of  the  procedural  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  is  deemed 
to  be  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
Notice  or  the  date  an  aggrieved  person 
receives  actual  notice,  whichever  occurs 
first. 


The  procedural  regulations  provide 
that  an  aggrieved  party  who  fails  to  Ble 
a  Notice  of  Objection  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  regulations  will 
be  deemed  to  consent  to  the  issuance  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order  in  final 
form.  An  aggrieved  party  who  wishes  to 
contest  a  determination  made  in  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  must  also 
file  a  detailed  statement  of  objections 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  service  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order.  In  the 
statement  of  objections,  the  aggrieved 
party  must  specify  each  issue  of  fact  or 
law  that  it  intends  to  contest  in  any 
further  proceeding  involving  the 
exception  matter. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
proposed  decisions  and  orders  are 
available  in  the  Public  Docket  Room  of 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
Room  B-120,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Monday 
through  Friday,  between  the  hours  of 
1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m.,  except  federal 
holidays. 

Richard  T.  Tedrow, 

Acting  Director  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
September  15. 1980. 

American  Natural  Gas  Production  Company, 
Washington,  D  C.  DEE-6730,  propane. 

American  Natural  Gas  Production 
Company  filed  an  Application  for  Exception 
from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  212, 
Subpart  K.  The  exception  request,  if  granted, 
would  permit  the  firm  to  price  the  propane 
which  it  proposes  to  purchase  and  resell 
under  the  provisions  of  Subpart  F.  On  August 
28, 1980,  the  Department  of  Energy  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  which 
determined  that  the  exception  request  be 
granted. 

Dr.  Hooper  OH  &■  Royalty  Company.  Houston, 
Texas,  BEE-1116  crude  oil. 

Dr.  Hooper  Oil  &  Royalty  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception 
request,  if  granted,  w'ould  permit  the  firm  to 
sell  a  certain  portion  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  owners  from  the  McComb  Lease 
located  in  Montgomery  County.  Texas,  at 
market  price  levels.  On  August  27, 1980,  the 
DOE  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
in  which  it  tentatively  determined  that 
exception  relief  should  be  granted. 

/  T.  Collier  &  Sons  Oil  Company,  fesup, 
Georgia.  BEE-0566,  gasohol. 

).  T.  Collier  &  Sons  Oil  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Excepdon  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  Part  211.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  Collier  to  purchase 
100,000  gallons  of  unleaded  gasoline  per 
month  in  excess  of  its  base  period  allocation 
in  order  to  sustain  its  gasohol  marketing 
program.  On  August  25, 1980,  the  Department 
of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  which  determined  that  the  exception 
request  be  granted  in  part,  and  that  Collier's 
base  period  allocation  of  unleaded  gasoline 
be  increased  by  11,760  gallons  per  month. 
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Parker  Energy  and  Petroleum  Company, 
Wakefield,  Virginia,  BEE-1209,  gasohol 

Parker  Energy  and  Petroleum  Company 
Tiled  an  Application  for  Exception  from  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211.  The  exception 
request,  if  granted,  would  permit  Parker  to 
receive  an  increased  allocation  of  unleaded 
gasoline  with  which  to  produce  gasohol.  On 
August  27, 1980,  the  Department  of  Energy 
issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  which 
determined  that  the  exception  request  be 
granted. 

Star  Oil  Company,  Eight  Mile,  Alabama, 
BEE-0950,  gasohol. 

Star  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
211.  The  exception  request,  if  granted,  would 
permit  Star  to  receive  an  increased  allocation 
of  unleaded  motor  gasoline  with  which  to 
blend  gasohol.  On  August  27, 1980,  the 
Department  of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  which  determined  that 
the  exception  request  be  denied. 

Tosco  Corporation,  Washington,  D.C.,  DEX- 
0149,  crude  oil. 

In  accordance  with  Decisions  and  Orders 
issued  to  Tosco  Corporation  which  granted 
the  firm  exception  relief  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  §  211.67  (the  Entitlements 
Program),  the  firm  submitted  actual  financial 
data  for  its  1978  fiscal  year.  On  August  17, 
1980,  after  reviewing  the  level  of  exception 
relief  granted  to  Tosco,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  which 
determined  that  no  adjustment  in  the 
exception  relief  should  be  made. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29253  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am) 

BlUING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Point  Landing,  Inc.,  Point  Landing  Fuel 
Corp.;  Action  Taken  on  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  consent 
order. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  a 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  September  9, 

1980.  Comments  by:  October  22, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wayne  I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 


Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235  (phone)  214/767- 
7745. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

September  9, 1980,  this  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
Consent  Order  with  Point  Landing,  Inc., 
and  Point  Landing  Fuel  Corporation 
(Point  Landing),  of  Harahan,  Louisiana. 
Under  10  CFR  205.199j(b),  a  Consent 
Order  which  involves  a  sum  of  less  than 
$500,000  in  the  aggregate,  excluding 
penalties  and  interest,  may  be  made 
effective  upon  its  execution. 

Because  the  DOE  and  Point  Landing 
wish  to  expeditiously  resolve  this  matter 
as  agreed  and  to  avoid  delay  in  the 
payment  of  refunds,  the  DOE  has 
determined  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  make  the  Consent  Order  with 
Point  Landing  effective  as  of  the  date  of 
its  execution  by  the  DOE  and  Point 
Landing. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Point  Landing,  with  its  home  office  in 
Harahan,  Louisiana,  is  a  firm  engaged  in 
the  resale  of  No.  2  diesel  fuel,  and  is 
subject  to  the  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Price  and  Allocation  Regulations  at  10 
CFR  Parts  210,  211  and  212.  To  resolve 
certain  civil  actions  which  could  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of 
the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
as  a  result  of  its  audit  of  sales  of  No.  2 
diesel  fuel.  The  Office  of  Enforcement, 
ERA,  and  Point  Landing  entered  into  a 
Consent  Order,  the  significant  terms  of 
which  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  period  covered  by  the  Consent 
Order  was  October  1, 1973  through 
November  30, 1974,  and  it  included  all 
sales  of  No.  2  diesel  fuel  which  were 
made  during  that  period. 

2.  Point  Landing  improperly  applied 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  212.93(a)  when 
determining  the  prices  to  be  charged  for 
its  No.  2  diesel  fuel,  and  as  a 
consequence  overcharged  certain  of  its 
customers  on  some  of  their  purchases. 

3.  Point  Landing  has  voluntarily 
refunded  $153,000  to  its  initial 
purchasers.  Because  the  sales  were  not 
made  to  ultimate  consumers,  and  they 
are  not  readily  identifiable,  Point 
Landing  will  repay  $100,000  through  the 
DOE.  Additionally  Point  Landing  has 
agreed  to  pay  a  penalty  of  $10,000. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J, 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Point  Landing, 
agrees  to  refund,  in  full  settlement  of 
any  civil  liability  with  respect  to  actions 
which  micht  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  in  1. 1.  above,  the 


sum  of  $100,000  in  the  manner  specified 
in  I.  3.  above.  Refxmded  overcharges  will 
be  in  the  form  of  a  certified  check  made 
payable  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy  and  will  be 
delivered  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement,  ERA.  These  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  account  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 
distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
"persons”  (as  defined  at  10  CFR  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  been 
passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers.  The  adverse 
effects  of  the  overcharges  may  have 
become  so  diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants.  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  die  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  to  the 
general  public  interest. 

B.  Other  Comments.  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  to  Wayne 
I,  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas.  You  may  obtain  a  free 
copy  of  this  Consent  Order  by  writing  to 
the  same  address  or  by  calling  214/767- 
7745. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  185  /  Monday,  September  22,  1980  /  Notices 


62885 


You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  Point 
Landing,  Inc.,  and  Point  Landing  Fuel 
Corporation  Consent  Order”.  The  ERA 
will  consider  all  comments  received  by 
4:30  p.m.  local  time,  on  October  22, 1980. 
You  should  identify  any  information  or 
data  which,  in  you  opinion,  is 
confidential  and  submit  it  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Dallas.  Texas  on  the  11th  day  of 
September  1980 
Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

District  Manager,  Southwest  District, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  SO-29107  Filed  »-19-8ft  ft45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

Advisory  Committee  on  Revision  of 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure; 
Subcommittee  of  Review  of  Hearing 
Procedures;  Meeting 

September  12, 1980. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  Subcommittee  on  Review 
of  Hearing  Procedures  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Revision  of  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  will  meet 
Tuesday,  September  30, 1980,  from  9:30 
a.m.  until  5:00  p.m,  at  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Room  9306, 
Washington,  D.C.  If  the  business  of  the 
Subcommittee  is  not  concluded  on 
September  30, 1980,  then  the 
Subcommittee  meeting  will  resume  on 
Monday,  October  6, 1980,  at  9:30  a.m. 
until  5:00  p.m.  at  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Room  9306, 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
discuss  a  draft  revision  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  A  copy  of  the  draft  revision 
is  available  at  the  FERC’s  Division  of 
Public  Information. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  A 
transcript  of  the  hearing  will  be 
available  for  public  review  at  FERC’s 
Division  of  Public  Information,  Room 
1000,  825  North  Capitol  Street.  N.E.. 
between  the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday  except 
Federal  holidays.  In  addition,  any 


person  may  purchase  a  copy  of  the 
transcript  from  the  reporter. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29158  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  ER80-702] 

Central  Vermont  Public  Service  Corp.; 
Proposed  Tariff  Change 

September  2, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Central  Vermont 
Public  Service  Corporation  (Company) 
on  August  27, 1980  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  change  in  its  FERC  Electric 
Service  Rate  No.  92.  The  proposed 
change  would  not  change  revenue  from 
jurisdictional  sales  for  the  12  month 
period  ending  October  31, 1980.  No 
transactions  have  occured  under  the 
Agreement  during  the  preceding  12 
months,  and  none  are  contemplated 
during  the  succeeding  12  months. 

The  change  is  proposed  in 
acccordance  with  Article  V  of  the 
Company’s  agreement  with  the 
Lyndonville  Electric  Department,  which 
provides  that  charges  imder  the 
agrement  will  be  updated  annually  to 
incorporate  the  Company’s  purchased 
power  cost  experience  for  the  preceding 
12  months  ending  April  and  the 
Company’s  capacity  cost  associated 
with  company-owned  generating 
facilities  for  the  preceding  calendar 
year. 

Copies  of  the  filings  were  served  upon 
the  Lyndonville  Electric  Department  and 
the  Vermont  Public  Service  Board. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  shall  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
22, 1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doa  80-29140  Filed  9-19-60;  6:45  am] 

'  BILLING  CODE  64S0-e5-M 


[Dockets  Nos.  RP78-19  and  RP76-20] 

Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Co.  and 
Coiumbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Extension  of  Time 

September  16, 1980. 

On  September  4. 1980,  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Columbia) 
filed  a  request  for  an  extension  of  time 
to  file  revenue  £md  cost  data  as  required 
under  Article  V.C.  of  the  approved 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  in  the  above- 
docketed  proceeding.  In  support  of  this 
request,  the  motion  states  that  while 
Columbia’s  personnel  have  devoted  a 
substantial  amount  of  time  to  the 
preparation  of  this  data,  additional  time 
is  required  because  of  the  press  of  other 
business. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  for  the 
filing  of  revenue  and  cost  data  is 
granted  to  and  including  November  13, 
1980. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  60-29141  Filed  9-19-60:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-222I 

Georgia  Power  Co.;  Order  Denying 
Motion  To  Terminate  and 
Consolidating  Proceedings 

Issued  September  3, 1980. 

On  February  1, 1980,  Georgia  Power 
Company  filed  a  revised  interchange 
agreement  with  Savannah  Electric  and 
Power  Company  (Savannah)  which 
provides  for  the  exchange  of  emergency 
assistance,  short-term  firm  capacity  and 
economy  energy  services.  Savannah 
filed  a  certificate  of  concurrence  on 
February  20, 1980.^  The  Commission 
accepted  the  proposed  rates,  suspended 
them  for  one  day,  and  ordered  a  hearing 
to  determine  their  justness  and 
reasonableness.  On  June  27, 1980,  the 
staff  filed  a  joint  motion  to  terminate  the 
docket  on  behalf  of  itself  and  both 
parties. 

The  Commission  does  not  find  that 
good  cause  has  been  shown  to  terminate 
this  docket.  Pursuant  to  the  suspension 
order  issued  in  this  docket  April  16, 

1980,  the  Commission  ordered  an 
investigation  of  the  formula  which 
determines  the  short-term  firm  power 
capacity  charge  during  1980.  Several 
potential  issues  remain  in  the  docket, 
including  the  propriety  of  the 
companies’  proposed  formula  demand 
rate  for  short-term  service  and 


>  Savannah  is  the  only  affected  customer  in  this 
proceeding. 
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appropriate  cost  allocations  to  the  short¬ 
term  service. 

Because  of  the  similarity  of  the 
formula  rates  in  this  docket  and  those 
contained  in  other  Southern  Company 
filings,  the  Commission  further  finds  that 
the  instant  docket  should  be 
consolidated  with  Docket  No.  ER80-58, 
et  al,  wherein  we  are  investigating 
capacity  charges  of  the  Southern 
Companies  (including  Georgia  Power 
Company]  calculated  in  accordance 
with  cost  of  service  formulas  similar  to 
those  in  ER80-222. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  motion  to  terminate  Docket 
No.  ER80-222  is  denied. 

(B)  This  proceeding  is  hereby 
consolidated  with  Docket  No.  ER80-58, 
et  al. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29142  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am] 

NLUNG  CODE  6460-e5-M 


(Project  No.  2177] 

Georgia  Power  Co.;  Application  for 
Amendment  of  License 

September  15, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  the  Georgia  Power 
Company  (Applicant)  filed  on  April  13, 
1979,  an  application  for  amendment  of 
its  license  [pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a) — 825(r)]  for 
the  middle  Chattahoochee  Project  No. 
2177  located  on  the  Chattahoochee  River 
in  Lee  County,  Alabama,  and  Harris 
County,  Georgia.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr, 
W.  L.  Westbrook,  Vice-President, 
Secretary  and  Treasurer,  Georgia  Power 
Company,  P.O.  Box  4545,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30302. 

The  Goat  Rock  Development  is  one  of 
three  developments  comprising  the 
Middle  Chattahoochee  Ftoject.  The 
Applicant  proposed  to  redevelop  the 
Goat  Rock  site  for  the  purpose  of  adding 
power  generating  capacity  and 
providing  additional  spillway  capacity 
for  the  project.  Redevelopment  would 
consist  of:  construction  of  an  additional 
powerhouse,  housing  2  generating  units 
with  a  total  installed  capacity  of  67  MW, 
increasing  the  existing  capacity  from  26 
MW  to  93  MW;  construction  of  an 
excavated  tailrace  approximately  200 
feet  long;  construction  of  a  switchyard; 
and  the  lowering  of  the  existing  spillway 
with  the  addition  of  seventeen  radial 
gates. 

The  redeveloped  project  would 
consist  of:  (1)  a  1,320-foot  long  concrete 
gravity  dam  consisting  of  an  overflow 
spillway  section  with  seventeen  radial 


gates,  two  powerhouse  intake  sections, 
and  non-overflow  sections;  (2)  a 
reservoir  about  6  miles  long,  extending 
to  Bartlett’s  Ferry  dam,  with  a  surface 
area  of  1,400  acres  at  a  normal  pool 
elevation  of  404  feet  (m.s.l.)  and  about 
5,000  acre-feet  of  usable  storage;  (3)  two 
powerhouses,  integral  with  the  dam,  one 
a  193-foot  long  powerhousse,  housing  6 
generating  units  with  an  installed 
capacity  of  26  MW,  and  the  other  a  134- 
foot  long  powerhouse  having  2 
generating  units  with  an  installed 
capacity  of  67  MW,  for  a  total  installed 
capacity  of  93  MW;  (4)  a  200-foot  long 
excavated  rock  tailrace;  (5)  a 
switchyard;  and  (6)  appurtenant 
facilities. 

Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  about  this  application 
should  file  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
pretest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  C.F.R.  §  1.8  or  §  1.10 
(1979).  Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a 
protest  may  also  be  submitted  by 
conforming  to  the  procedures  specified 
in  §  1.10  for  protests.  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  take,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  protests  or 
other  comments  filed,  but  a  person  who 
merely  Hies  a  protest  or  comments  does 
not  become  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 

To  become  a  party,  or  to  participate  in 
any  hearing,  a  person  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
filed  on  or  before  October  27, 1980.  The 
Commission’s  address  is:  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretory. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29149  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-11 


[Dockets  Nos.  RI74-188  and  RI75-21] 

Independent  Oil  &  Gas  Association  of 
West  Virginia;  Order  Approving 
Settlement  Agreement 

Issued  September  3. 1980. 

The  Settlement  Agreement  certified  to 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  by  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  on 
July  1, 1980,  is  the  result  of  negotiations 
between  Independent  Oil  &  Gas 
Association  of  West  Virginia  (“lOGA”) 
and  Equitable  Gas  Company 
(“Equitable")  to  resolve  issues  raised  by 
lOGA  in  its  Emergency  Petition  for 


Declaratory  Order  (“the  Petition”)  filed 
July  6, 1979.  Finding  the  terms  of  this 
Settlement  Agreement  to  be  consistent 
with  the  public  interest,  we  shall  accept 
it  and  make  it  effective  in  accordance 
with  its  terms. 

I.  History 

By  letter  dated  June  15, 1979, 

Equitable  informed  West  Virginia  small 
producers  selling  gas  to  Equitable  (the 
“Affected  Producers”)  that  it  would 
exercise  its  contractual  right  to  refuse  to 
purchase  gas  for  the  period  of  July  9  to 
November  1, 1979  unless  the  producers 
agreed  to  shut  in  their  wells  during  that 
period  or  agreed  to  waive  their  rights  to 
collect  higher  applicable  prices  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(“NGPA”)  during  that  period. 

Equitable’s  action  was  based  on  the 
provision  in  its  standard  gas  purchase 
contract  requiring  it  to  take  gas  only 
during  the  period  from  May  1  to 
November  1, 1979,  “if  and  as  needed."  In 
the  June  letter.  Equitable  advised  that 
any  producer  who  failed  to  shut-in  its 
wells  would  be  deemed  to  have  waived 
the  additional  incremental  revenues  to 
which  it  might  be  entitled  under  the 
NGPA  for  the  period  from  July  9  to 
November  1, 1979,  and  to  have  accepted 
instead  the  pre-NGPA  prices  then 
prevailing  for  gas  sold  to  Equitable 
between  those  dates. 

As  justification  for  its  actions. 
Equitable  stated  that  it  had  an 
oversupply  of  gas  which  required  it  to 
reduce  its  purchases;  that  “such  action 
must  be  based  on  cutting  back  our  most 
expensive  gas  first”;  and  that  payment 
of  the  higher  NGPA  ceiling  prices 
claimed  by  West  Virginia  producers 
makes  this  the  highest  priced  gas 
purchased  by  Equitable. 

In  its  Petition,  lOGA  stated  that 
Equitable’s  actions  were  improper  for 
the  following  reasons:  (1)  That  the 
waiver  sought  by  Equitable  is  contrary 
to  the  Settlement  Proposals  approved  by 
the  Commission  in  Docket  Nos.  RI74-188 
and  RI75-21  and  that  Equitable  and 
West  Virginia  small  producers  selling 
gas  to  it  in  jurisdictional  transactions 
are  bound  by  these  Settlements;  (2)  that 
Equitable’s  implementation  of  the 
summer  gas  take  provisions  of  its 
standard  gas  purchase  contracts  is 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  and  preferential  under 
Section  5(a)  of  the  NGA;  (3)  that 
Equitable  lacks  the  right  to  compel 
producers  to  waive  any  entitlement  they 
might  have  to  higher  applicable  NGPA 
prices;  and  (4)  that  Equitable’s  proposed 
summer  shut-in  constitutes  an 
'abandonment  of  service  in 
contravention  of  Section  7(b)  of  the 
NGA. 
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At  a  March  26, 1980  prehearing 
conference,  the  parties  agreed  to  a 
timetable  for  discovery  on  the  issues 
raised  by  the  Petition.  Following  service 
of  data  and  document  requests  by  lOGA 
and  the  Commission  Staff,  lOGA  and 
Equitable  commenced  settlement 
discussions. 

This  Settlement  Agreement  addresses 
issues  affecting  only  Equitable  and  the 
Affected  Producers  which  would 
otherwise  have  been  part  of  the 
proceeding  set  by  Opinion  No.  77,  issued 
March  4, 1980,  wherein  the  Commission 
reversed  and  remanded  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge’s  initial 
decision. 

II.  The  Settlement  Agreement 

Under  the  Settlement  Agreement, 
Equitable  withdraws  its  June  15, 1979 
letter  demanding  the  Producers  waive 
all  rights  to  NGPA  prices  during  the 
period  of  July  9  through  November  1, 
1979.  Nor  will  Equitable  seek  such  a 
waiver  in  the  future.  Equitable  agrees  to 
pay  the  Producers  who,  during  the 
period  from  July  9  to  November  1, 1979 
(the  "1979  Summer  period”),  delivered 
gas  subject  to  the  Docket  No.  RI75-21 
settlement  an  amount  equal  to  the 
difference  between  the  price  actually 
paid  and  the  applicable  NGPA  ceiling 
price,  but  not  to  exceed  $2.08  per  Mcf 
plus  adjustments,  and  ten  percent 
interest  for  the  disputed  period. 

Equitable  agrees  to  pay  the  Producers 
who,  during  the  1979  Summer  Period, 
delivered  gas  subject  to  the  Docket  No. 
RI74-188  settlement  an  amount  equal  to 
the  difference  between  the  price 
actually  paid  for  the  gas  and  the  section 
104  price  plus  ten  percent  interest; 
however,  if  the  Commission  determines 
that  the  Docket  No.  RI74-188  settlement 
provides  contractual  authorization  to 
charge  the  NGPA  prices.  Equitable  will 
pay  such  higher  prices  up  to  the  $2.08 
limit.  Equitable  will  pay  those  Producers 
who  complied  with  its  demand  to  shut  in 
wells  an  amount  equal  to  the  difference 
betw'een  what  each  such  Producer 
would  have  received  if  it  had  continued 
to  sell  gas  during  the  1979  Summer 
Period  at  the  rate  then  prevailing  and 
the  higher  prices  provided  for  under  the 
Settlement  Agreement  plus  ten  percent 
interest.  The  amount  so  paid,  exclusive 
of  interest,  will  then  be  credited  against 
future  deliveries. 

For  future  sales  under  Docket  No. 
RI74-188.  Equitable  agrees  to  pay 
section  104  prices:  for  future  sales  under 
Docket  No.  RI75-21,  Equitable  agrees  to 
pay  section  102, 103, 107  or  108  prices,  if 
applicable.  Each  of  these  agreed  upon 
prices  is  subject  to  the  Commission 
determination  as  to  whether  the  Docket 
No.  RI74-188  and  Docket  No.  RI75-21 


settlements  provide  contractual 
authorization  for  payment  of  the  NGPA 
maximum  lawful  prices.  Any 
appropriate  refunds  would  be  made 
when  the  Commission  decides  the  issue 
of  contractual  authority. 

For  the  next  five  years.  Equitable 
agrees  to  take  and  pay  for  all  the  gas 
provided  by  the  Producers  during  the 
winter  period.  Each  of  the  Producers 
agrees  not  to  increase,  without 
Equitable’s  prior  approval,  its  combined 
deliveries  of  gas  to  Equitable  resulting 
from  additional  well-drilling  activity  for 
the  months  of  January  and  February, 

1981,  by  an  amoimt  more  than  ten 
percent  of  that  producer’s  deliveries  for 
the  same  months  in  1980.  In  each 
succeeding  year  through  1985,  the 
amount  of  the  increase  in  the  combined 
January  and  February  deliveries 
resulting  from  additional  well-drilling 
activity  shall  be  limited  to  five  percent 
over  the  amount  of  deliveries  for 
January  and  February  in  the 
immediately  preceding  year,  unless 
Equitable  authorizes  additional 
deliveries.  These  limitations  do  not 
apply  to  any  Producer  selling  less  than 
100,000  Mcf  of  gas  to  Equitable  in  a  12- 
month  period. 

For  the  summer  period.  Equitable 
agrees  to  take  or  pay  for  a  minimum 
volume  of  gas  not  less  than  the 
combined  volumes  of  gas  delivered 
during  January  and  February  of  the 
immediately  preceding  winter  period 
plus  any  volumes  paid  for  and  not  taken 
during  the  preceding  summer  period, 
less  any  volume  delivered  during  the 
immediately  preceding  summer  period  in 
excess  of  the  minimum  volume. 

If  gas  is  paid  for  and  not  taken  during 
the  summer  period,  the  Producer  shall 
tender  Equitable  a  like  volume  of 
makeup  gas  during  the  ensuing  summer 
period.  Equitable  will  pay  the  difference 
between  the  price  paid  for  the  gas 
during  the  previous  summer  period  and 
the  effective  price  for  the  gas  on  the  date 
of  makeup. 

If  a  Producer  delivers  gas  to  Equitable 
in  excess  of  the  minimum  volume  for  the 
summer  period  without  Equitable’s 
agreement.  Equitable  shall  pay  for  such 
excess  up  to  ten  percent  of  the  minimum 
volume.  Such  excess  shall  be  deducted 
from  the  minimum  volume  in  the  ensuing 
Summer  Period.  Any  volumes  in  excess 
of  110  percent  of  the  minimum  volume 
will  be  taken  by  Equitable  without  cost. 
However,  Equitable  must  give  each 
Producer  notice  in  writing  of  its  intent  to 
invoke  the  "without  cost”  provision  not 
less  than  15  days  before  accepting  the 
tender  of  any  such  gas. 

In  the  event  that  any  of  the  Affected 
Producers  shall  exceed  without 
Equitable’s  consent  the  permissible  level 


of  winter  period  deliveries,  the  minimum 
volume  of  gas  Equitable  will  be  required 
to  take  and  pay  for  during  the  ensuing 
Summer  Period  will  be  determined 
without  reference  to  the  voliune 
delivered  during  January  and  February 
of  that  year  and  shall  be  based  instead 
only  on  the  permissible  deliverable 
amount. 

III.  Positions  of  the  Parties 

lOGA  and  Equitable  support  the 
Settlement  Agreement  in  its  entirety  as 
a  reasonable  settlement  of  the  dispute. 
The  Commission  Staff  does  not  object  to 
the  Settlement  Agreement  and  believes 
that  its  provisions  are  fair,  reasonable 
and  in  the  public  interest.  No  other  party 
has  objected  to  the  Settlement 
Agreement  as  it  relates  to  the  affected 
Producers  and  Equitable. 

However,  the  other  interstate 
pipelines  *  purchasing  gas  in  West 
Virginia  raised  a  question  as  to  whether, 
the  provisions  of  the  Settlement 
Agreement  are  binding  on  them.  In  reply 
to  those  comments,  both  Equitable  and 
lOGA  state  that  it  was  not  their 
intention  to  bind  other  parties  to  the 
terms  of  the  Settlement.  The 
Commission  Staff  stated  that  the 
settlement  agreement  binds  only  the 
parties  lOGA  and  Equitable. 

IV.  Conclusion 

The  Settlement  Agreement  is  the 
product  of  extensive  negotiations 
between  lOGA  and  Equitable  who 
previously  have  asserted  adversarial 
positions  before  this  Commission.  The 
Settlement  Agreement  balances  the 
requirements  of  the  Affected  Producers 
that  their  deliveries  of  gas  to  Equitable 
be  maintained  at  a  predictable  minimum 
level  during  the  Summer  Period  in  each 
year,  thereby  avoiding  termination  of 
gas  deliveries  and  consequent 
disruption  of  their  operations,  as  well  as 
the  necessity  for  Equitable  to  control  its 
supply  of  gas  consistent  with  both 
current  demands  and  the  projected 
future  growth. 

The  Commission  finds: 

Settlement  of  these  proceedings  on  the 
basis  of  the  Settlement  Agreement 
certified  by  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  to  the  Commission  on  July  1, 
1980,  is  the  public  interest  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978.  It 
should,  therefore,  be  made  effective  in 
accordance  with  its  terms;  provided, 
how’ever,  that  the  Commission’s 
approval  of  this  Settlement  Agreement 


*  Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Company,  Consolidated 
Gas  Supply  Corporation,  and  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation, 
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shall  not  constitutue  approval  of  or 
precedent  regarding  any  principle  or 
issue  in  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  Settlement  Agreement 
certified  to  the  Commission  by  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  on 
July  1, 1980,  is  approved  in  accordance 
with  this  order. 

(B)  The  provisions  of  this  Settlement 
Agreement  are  binding  only  on  the 
parties,  ICXjA  and  Equitable;  and  not  on 
any  other  interstate  pipeline. 

(C)  The  proceedings  regarding  the 
Petition  in  E)ocket  Nos.  R174-188  and 
R175-21  are  hereby  terminated. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29143  Filed  9-19-SO:  8:45  am] 

BIUIN6  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-736] 

Indianapolis  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 
of  Supplemental  Agreement 

September  16, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  September  4, 1980, 
Indianapolis  Power  &  Light  Company 
(Indianapolis]  tendered  for  filing  the 
First  Supplemental  Agreement  to  the 
Agreement  for  Supply  of  Electric  Energy 
to  Morgan  County  Rural  Electric 
Membership  Corporation  for  Retail  Sale 
pertaining  to  wholesale  electric  service 
to  Morgan  County  Rural  Electric 
Membership  Corporation  (REMC), 
which  is  one  of  the  two  REMCs 
Indianapolis  serves.  The  First 
Supplemental  Agreement  extends  the 
term  of  the  existing  agreement  to 
October  24, 1982  and  permits  separate 
termination  of  each  of  the  two  delivery 
points  at  which  service  is  rendered  at 
such  time  as  another  supplier  is  able  to 
replace  service  now  being  provided  by 
Indianapolis. 

The  REMC  has  executed  the  First 
Supplemental  Agreement  and  has  filed  a 
concurrence  to  Indianapolis’  filing  and 
to  its  request  for  an  effective  date  of 
October  24, 1980. 

Indianapolis  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing,  together  with  exhibits,  were  sent 
to  the  REMC  and  to  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Indiana. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 


1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  ftactice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  3, 
1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[Fit  Doc  80-29344  Filed  9-19-80;  845  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-M 


(Docket  No.  ER80-6391 

Ohio  Power  Co.;  Re-Notice  of  Filing 

September  17, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  American  Electric 
Power  Service  Corporation  on  behalf  of 
its  affiliate,  Ohio  Power  Company 
(OPCo.)  tendered  for  filing  on  or  before 
August  12, 1980  a  Supplement  A  to  the 
Federal  Enei;gy  Regulatory  Commission 
OPCo  Rate  Schedule  No.  74  which 
represents  an  Interconnection 
Agreement  with  American  Municipal 
Power-Ohio,  Inc.  (AMPO).  This 
proposed  Supplement  is  stated  to  be  an 
interim  filing  in  compliance  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission’s  Order  No.  84,  issued  May 
7, 1980. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  N.  Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  on  or  before 
September  26, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  Ae  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  80-29148  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64SO-85-M 


[Project  No.  3264] 

Pownal  Tanning  Co.;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

September  15, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  the  Pownal  Tanning 
Company  (Applicant)  filed  on  July  25, 
1980,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  (pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)— 825(r))  for 
proposed  Project  No.  3264  to  be  known 
as  the  Pownal  Tanning  Company  Dam 
Project  located  on  the  Hoosic  River  in 
Bennington  County,  Vermont. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Pownal  Tanning 
Company,  Rt.  346,  North  Pownal, 
Vermont  05260;  Peter  B.  Clark,  President 
Clark-McGlennon  Associates,  Inc.,  148 
State  Street,  Boston  Massachusetts 
02109. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  Em  existing 
30-foot  high,  153-foot  long  concrete  dam 
located  directly  adjacent  to  the  Pownal 
Tanning  Company  Mill  and 
approximately  700  feet  upstream  of  the 
Village  Bridge  at  North  F^wnal;  (2)  an 
existing  reservoir  with  negligible  storage 
capacity;  (3)  a  powerhouse  to  contain  at 
least  500  kW  of  installed  capacity.  The 
Applicant  proposes  to  study  various 
design  alternatives  which  would 
increase  the  installed  capacity  of  the 
project  beyond  that  figure,  using  either 
the  existing  powerhouse  at  the  site  or  a 
totally  new  powerhouse:  (4)  appurtenant 
works. 

The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  net  generation  of  the 
project  would  be  5,000,000  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — The  energy 
generated  by  the  project  would  be 
utilized  by  the  Applicant  for  industrial 
purposes  or  would  be  sold  to  a  local 
public  utility. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — Applicant  seeks  issuance 
of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of 
three  years,  during  which  time  it  would 
evaluate  the  economic,  engineering,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the  project. 
If  the  project  is  found  to  be  feasible,  the 
Applicant  would  prepare  an  application 
for  FERC  license,  including  an 
environmental  report.  Applicant 
,estimates  the  total  cost  of  studies  under 
the  permit  would  be  $40,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
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studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  the 
power,  and  all  other  information 
necessary  for  inclusion  in  an  application 
for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  conHned  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
Consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  November  21, 1980,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  Hie  a  competing  application 
no  later  than  January  20, 1981. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  Hie  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
January  20, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  18 
CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c),  (os  amended  44  FR 
61328,  October  25, 1979).  A  competing 
application  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR.  4.33  (a)  and  (d). 
(os  amended,  44  FR  61328,  October  25. 
1979). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  about  this’ 
application  should  Hie  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1,10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or 
_  before  November  21, 1980.  The 
Commission’s  address  is:  825  North 


Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  80-29150  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-eS-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-447] 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Colorado;  Order 
Denying  Rehearing 

Issued  September  15, 1980. 

By  order  issued  August  1, 1980,  the 
Commission  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  for  five  months  rate 
increases  submitted  by  Public  Service 
Company  of  Colorado  (Company).  That 
order  also  established  procedures  for 
the  consideration  of  an  application 
under  section  2.16(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  for  the 
inclusion  of  construction  work  in 
progress  (CWIP)  in  rate  base. 

On  August  15, 1980,  the  company  filed 
an  application  for  rehearing  or 
reconsideration.  In  its  application,  the 
Company  argues  that:  (1)  the 
Commission’s  new  policy  of  suspending 
rate  changes  which  have  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable  for  five 
months  unless  particular  circumstances 
are  shown  to  warrant  a  shorter 
suspension  is  inconsistent  with 
Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company 
V.  FERC,  ‘  and  is  arbitrary,  capricious, 
and  an  abuse  of  discretion;  (2)  the 
Company  is  entitled  to  a  shorter 
suspension  period  because  of  its 
financial  problems;  and  (3)  the  proposed 
rate  for  service  to  Colorado-Ute  should 
be  suspended  for  only  one  day  because 
such  rate  does  not  produce  excess 
revenues. 

Discussion 

The  Company  first  argues  that  the 
Commission’s  new  suspension  policy  is 
inconsistent  with  the  Cormecticut 
decision  and  is  arbitrary  and  capricious. 
W'e  find  this  argument  to  be  without 
merit.  The  decision  to  suspend  for  five 
months  or  for  a  lesser  period  is 
committed  to  the  Commission’s 
discretion  and  is  not  reviewable  by  the 
courts.*  Connec^/cu/  did  not  involve  a 
challenge  to  the  Commission’s  exercise 
of  its  discretion.®  but  rather  made  it 


'  No.  76-2312  (D.C.  Cir.  May  30. 1980). 

*  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company,  supra, 
slip  opinion  at  10;  see  Municipal  Light  Boards  v. 
FPC.  450  F.2d  135.  (D.C.  Cir.  1971).  cert,  denied.  405 
U.S.  989  (1972):  Otter  Tail  Power  v.  FERC.  583  F.2d 
399.  404  (8th  Cir.  1978).  cert,  denied.  440  U.S.  950 
(1979). 

’^See  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company, 
supra,  slip  opinion  at  10.  See  also  Papago  Tribal 
Utility  Authority  v.  FERC,  No.  79-15M  (D.C.  Cir. 
June  23. 1980).  slip  opinion  at  25.  note  32 


clear  that  the  Commission  should  “have 
utmost  freedom  in  exercising  its 
discretion  as  to  the  length  of  rate 
suspensions.’’*  While  acknowledging 
that  “the  Commission  [could]  settle  on 
giving  uniform  suspensions,’’®  the  court’s 
opinion  directed  that,  if  the  Commission 
orders  suspension  periods  of  differing 
lengths,  the  reasons  for  the  varying 
periods  must  be  given.  As  indicated  in 
the  underlying  order,  we  have  generally 
elected  to  impose  the  maximum 
statutory  suspension  where  changed 
rates  have  not  been  shown  to  be  just 
and  reasonable,  absent  case-speciHc 
findings  and  explanations  of  unique 
reasons  for  departing  from  this  practice. 
No  such  circumstances  were  found  to 
exist  in  this  case. 

The  Company  contends  that  its 
“precarious  financial  situation’’ 
constitutes  a  factual  circumstance  that 
would  warrant  a  shorter  suspension 
period.  We  are  well  aware  that  most 
utilities  are  currently  facing  high  costs  of 
capital,  fuel,  construction  and  other 
items.  It  is  the  Commission’s 
responsibility  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act  to  determine  a  rate  of  return,  as  well 
as  other  rate  relief,  appropriate  to 
recover  these  costs.  But  this 
determination  is  a  complex  matter  and 
one  that  cannot  normally  be  resolved  in 
the  short  time  in  which  the  Commission 
must  make  its  suspension  deteminatioa.^ 
We  note  that  to  the  degree  available 
financial  indicators  affect  our  rate  of 
return  analysis  for  purposes  of  our 
preliminary  review  of  proposed  rates, 
measures  of  the  Company’s  financial 
condition  have  already  been  considered 
in  our  initial  determination  as  to 
whether  the  filing  complies  with 
statutory  standards.  In  the  absence  of  a 
clear  emergency,  we  will  not  further 
consider  allegations  of  financial 
hardship  as  an  independent  basis  for 
determining  the  appropriate  suspension 
period. 

Finally,  contrary  to  the  Company’s 
contentions,  the  rates  to  Colorado-Ute 
should  not  be  suspended  for  a  period  of 
time  other  than  that  applicable  to  the 
Company’s  other  wholesale  customers. 
Such  action  would  be  contrary  to  the 
contractual  commitment  ’  by  the 


(distinguishing  Connecticut  Light  and  Power 
Company). 

*  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company,  supra. 
slip  opinion  at  12. 

Md. 

®The  question  of  whether  the  Company  is 
experiencing  severe  financial  hardship  has  been  set 
for  hearing  and  will  be  expeditiously  considered 
under  section  2.16(b)  of  our  regulations. 

'The  contract  in  pertinent  part  provides: 

“Public  Service  will  not  initiate,  seek  or  request 
from  any  authority  having  jurisdiction  an  increase 
or  decrease  in  such  rates  for  power  purchases  .  .  . 

Footnotes  continued  on  next  page 
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Company  to  maintain  the  same 
proportionate  relationship  between  any 
rate  adjustments  to  Colorado-Ute  and  to 
the  Company’s  remaining  wholesale 
customers.*  The  intended  rate  parity 
would  be  disrupted  if  the  Company  was 
permitted  to  impose  its  proposed  rate 
change  on  Colorado-Ute  five  months  in 
advance  of  its  general  rate  increase. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A]  The  application  for  rehearing  and 
reconsideration  filed  by  Public  Service 
Company  of  Colorado  is  hereby  denied. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 

publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register.  ' 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29152  Piled  9-19-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 

(Docket  No.  ER80-2381 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Oklahoma;  Order 
Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Rates,  Denying  Motion  To 
Reject,  Granting  Waiver  of  Notice 
Requirements,  Granting  Interventions, 
and  Establishing  Price  Squeeze  and 
Hearing  Procedures 

hsued  September  12, 1980. 

On  February  14, 1980,  as  completed  on 
July  14. 1980,*  Public  Service  Company 
of  Oklahoma  (PSCO]  submitted  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  its  rates  under  the 
Markham  Ferry  Coordinating  Agreement 
(Coordinating  Agreement]  with  the 
Grand  River  Dam  Authority  (GRDA).* 
The  Coordinating  Agreement  provides 
for  the  coordination  of  operations 
between  PSCO  and  GRDA  through  the 
interchange  and  sale  of  electric  power 
and  energy.  The  rates  proposed  by 
PSCO  in  this  filing  would  result  in  an 
increase  in  revenues  for  PSCO  of 
approximately  $1,080,006,  based  on  the 
estimated  sales  for  the  twelve  months 
ending  December  31, 1980.  PSCO  has 
requested  waiver  of  the  Commission’s 
notice  requirements  and  an  effective 
date  of  January  1, 1980. 

In  its  filing,  PSCO  seeks  an  increase  in 
the  demand  and  energy  rates  pursuant 
to  the  formulas  embodied  in  a 

Footnotes  continued  from  last  page 
in  any  proportion  different  from  any  general 
adjustment  to  the  balance  of  its  wholesale  .  .  . 
rates." 

•See  Public  Service  Company  of  Colorado,  Order 
Approving  Settlement,  Docket  No.  ER78-507 
(October  9, 1979). 

’  By  letter  dated  March  17, 1980,  PSCO  was 
advised  that  its  submittal  was  deficient. 

•Desiganted  as:  Public  Service  Company  of 
Oklahoma,  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  ^heduel 
FERC  No.  208. 


settlement  agreement  accepted  by  this 
Commission  on  September  6, 1978,  in 
Docket  No.  ER76-820.  As  set  forth  in 
that  agreement,  the  various  demand  or 
energy  charges  are  determined  annually 
as  the  product  of  (1)  their  respective 
speciHed  base  charges,  times  (2)  the 
ratio  of  the  cost  of  PSCO’s  fossil  fuel 
steam  electric  generating  plant  capacity 
or  production  expenses  as  of  the  end  of 
the  preceding  year  to  the  cost  of  such 
capacity  or  energy  in  1959.  Notice  of  the 
filing  was  issued  on  February  14, 1980, 
with  comments,  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene  due  by  March  14, 1980. 

On  March  11, 1980,  GRDA  requested 
an  extension  of  time  in  which  to  file 
comments.  An  extension  until  April  4, 
1980,  was  granted  on  March  14, 1980.  On 
April  4, 1980,  GRDA  filed  a  protest, 
petition  to  intervene,  motion  to  reject, 
and  alternative  request  for  suspension. 
GRDA  has  alleged  that  PSCO’s 
proposed  filing  has  not  been  supported 
by  data  as  required  by  section  35.13  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations  and  that 
PSCO  has  failed  to  show  good  cause  for 
a  waiver  of  notice  requirements.  GRDA 
has  also  alleged  that  the  increases 
proposed  by  PSCO  for  fuel  expenses 
have  not  been  verifled  as  specified 
under  the  regulations.  Petitioner  states 
that  the  instant  filing  will  result  in  an 
increased  rate  of  return  for  PSCO  not 
contemplated  under  the  terms  of  the 
Coordinating  Agreement.  Finally,  GRDA 
states  that  it  has  not  been  able  to 
determine  as  of  this  date  whether  the 
increased  rates  to  GRDA  would  result  in 
a  price  squeeze  in  relation  to  retail  rates 
now  being  charged  by  PSCO.  As  a 
result,  petitioner  objects  to  PSCO’s 
request  for  waiver  of  the  notice 
requirements  and  asks  that  the 
company's  filing  be  suspended. 

On  March  14, 1980,  KAMO  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.  (KAMO)  filed  a 
petition  to  intervene.  In  support  of  its 
petition  KAMO  states  that  it  is  a  major 
customer  of  GRDA  and  will  necessarily 
be  affected  by  any  increase  in  rates 
imposed  upon  GRDA  as  a  result  of  this 
filing.  In  an  amendment  to  its  petition  to 
intervene,  filed  August  15, 1980,  KAMO 
states  that,  while  it  believes  PSCO’s 
filing  and  supporting  data  are  consistent 
with  the  Coordinating  Agreement,  it 
nonetheless  requests  that  the  filing  be 
suspended  for  at  least  one  day  and  that 
the  rates  be  made  subject  to  refund. 

On  April  3, 1980,  N-REN  Corporation 
(N-REN)  and  the  Municipal  Light  Board 
of  the  City  of  Pryor,  Oklahoma  (Pryor) 
file  separate  petitions  to  intervene  in 
this  proceeding.  N-REN  and  Pryor  state 
that  they  purchase  substantial  amounts 
of  power  and  energy  from  GRDA  and 
that  they  will  be  affected  by  any 


increase  in  rates  imposed  upon  GRDA 
as  a  result  of  this  filing.  Petitioners 
content  that  the  application  Bled  by 
PSCO  is  deficient  in  that  it  does  not 
provide  required  supporting  data.  The 
petitioners  also  state  that  the  requested 
increases  in  capacity  and  energy 
charges  are  not  cost-justiBed.  Therefore, 
the  petitioners  object  to  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  and  request  that  the 
proposed  rates  be  suspended  and 
collected  subject  to  refund. 

On  April  4, 1980,  Northeast  Oklahoma 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Co-op)  filed  a 
petition  to  intervene  which  states  that 
Co-op  purchases  electric  power  and 
energy  from  GRDA  and,  as  a  result,  has 
a  significant  interest  in  this  proceeding. 
Co-op  states  that  its  interest  is  not 
adequately  represented  by  any  other 
party  and  therefore  requests  permission 
to  intervene  in  this  docket.  Co-op  does 
not  raise  any  speciBc  substantive  issues 
in  its  pleading. 

Discussion 

As  noted  above,  a  number  of  the 
petitioners  have  alleged  that  PSCO's 
application  is  deBcient  in  that  it  does 
not  contain  data  required  under  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  We  find  that 
PSCO’s  submittal,  as  supplemented  on 
July  14, 1980,  substantially  complies 
with  our  filing  regualtis.  FRDA  has 
entitled  its  pleading  in  part  “Motion  to 
Reject."  However,  the  grounds  for  such 
a  motion  are  not  developed  in  the  body 
of  GRDA’s  pleading.  In  view  of  GRDA’s 
failure  to  identify  a  basis  for  rejection 
and  our  conclusion  that  the  Bling  is  in 
satisfactory  compliance  with  the 
regulations,  we  shall  deny  the  motion  to 
reject. 

After  having  scrutinized  paragraph 
5.11  of  the  1977  contract  modifications 
and  assessed  the  contract  modiBcations 
as  a  whole  so  as  to  determine  the  intent 
of  the  parties  and  where  the  public 
interest  lies,  we  Bnd  that  good  cause 
exists  to  grant  the  requested  waiver  of 
prior  notice  requirements.  The  original 
agreement  between  the  parties  provides 
for  annual  energy  rate  increases, 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  prior 
calendar  year’s  costs,  to  be  effective 
during  “each  month”  of  a  calendar  year. 
A  subsequent  settlement  agreement  in 
Docket  No.  ER76-820  extended  the 
annual  filing,  on  the  same  terms,  to 
demand  charge  increases  as  well.  This 
arrangement  requires  that  rate  increases 
be  filed  when  the  prior  calendar  year 
costs  are  known,  in  which  necessarily 
after  the  subsequent  calendar  year 
effective  period  has  begun.  It  would 
therefore,  be  reasonable  to  read  this 
agreement  as  including  implied  consent 
on  the  part  of  PSCO’s  customers  to  a 
waiver  of  the  prior  notice  requirements. 
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More  importantly,  we  believe  that  to 
enforce  the  strict  requirements  of 
section  205(d)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
under  these  circumstances  would  give  a 
windfall  to  CRDA  and  its  customers, 
without  serving  in  any  way  the  purpose 
of  section  205(d).  Section  205(d)  is  a 
notice  provision  requiring  60  days* 
notice  to  the  Commission  and  to  the 
public  of  a  change  in  rates.  In  the 
particular  circumstances  of  this  case, 
however,  those  members  of  the  public 
most  interested  in  receiving  notice  of  a 
proposed  rate  increase — GRDA  and  its- 
customers — are  will  aware  of  how  and 
when  PSCO  may  file  for  a  rate  increase. 
In  fact,  this  very  matter  lay  at  the  heart 
of  the  intense  negotiations  which  led  to 
the  relatively  recent  contract 
modification.  Under  those  contract 
modifications,  PSCO  is  limited  to  filing 
annual  increases  near  the  beginning  of 
each  calendar  year,  and  caimot  seek  an 
increase  greater  than  that  which  results 
from  an  application  of  a  contractual 
formula  based  upon  data  from  the 
previous  calendar  year.  We  note  that 
one  result  of  this  arrangement  is  that 
PSCO  cannot  seek  a  rate  increase  based 
upon  cost  support  from  a  fully  forecast 
test  year,  although  the  Commission’s 
regulations  under  the  Power  Act  would 
otherwise  permit  such  a  filing. 

Therefore,  based  upon  both  our 
analysis  of  the  particular  contract 
provisions  providing  for  rate  increase 
applications  and  our  assessment  of  the 
overall  contractual  arrangement  and  the 
purposes  of  section  205(d),  we  find  good 
cause  for  waiver. 

GRDA  has  alleged  that  the  increases 
proposed  by  PSCO  under  the 
Coordination  Agreement  would  result  in 
an  excessive  rate  of  return  beyond  that 
contemplated  in  Amendment  11  to  the 
Agreement.  Amendment  11  sets  out  the 
methodology  to  be  used  by  PSCO  in 
increasing  or  decreasing  its  rates  for 
power  and  energy  to  GRDA.  Pursuant  to 
the  Amendment,  PSCO  can  increase  or 
decrease  its  rates  in  the  same  proportion 
as  any  increases  or  decreases  in  ^CO's 
fossile  fuel  steam  electric  generating 
plant  capacity  and  production  expenses, 
respectively,  relate  to  the  costs  incurred 
in  1959  for  such  capacity  and  energy. 

We  find  that  the  effect  of  this 
methodology  on  the  rate  of  return  that  is 
realized  by  PSCO  or  that  is 
contemplated  under  the  previously 
negotiated  Coordination  Agreement 
should  be  evaluated  during  an 
evidentiary  hearing. 

Our  review  of  PSCO’s  filing  indicates 
that  the  proposed  rates  have  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable,  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  preferential,  or 


otherwise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  we 
shall  accept  the  proposed  rates  for  filing 
and  suspend  them  as  ordered  below. 

A  recent  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
Circuit  has  led  the  Commission  to 
reassess  the  standards  that  it  uses  to  fix 
the  appropriate  duration  of  a  suspension 
period  as  we  may  impose  with  respect 
to  rate  increase  filings.®  We  have  done 
this  as  a  predicate  to  our  acting  on  this 
matter.* 

Though  the  regulatory  schemes  that 
the  Commission  administers  involve  a 
subtle  and  a  difficult  balancing  of 
producer  and  consumer  interests,  their 
primary  purpose  is  to  protect  the 
consumer  against  excessive  rates  and 
charges.  Hence,  it  is  our  view  that  the 
discretionary  power  to  suspend  should 
be  exercised  in  a  way  that  maximizes 
this  protection. 

The  decision  to  suspend  a  proposed 
rate  increase  rests  on  the  preliminary 
finding  that  the  increase  may  be  unjust 
and  unreasonable  or  that  it  may  run 
afoul  of  other  statutory  standards.  The 
governing  statutes  say  that  “any 
[emphasis  added]  rate  or  charge  that  is 
not  just  and  reasonable  is  hereby  *  *  * 
declared  unlawful.”  *  This  declaration 
places  on  the  Commission  a  general 
obligation  to  minimize  the  incidence  of 
such  illegality. 

Based  on  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  has  determined  that,  in  the 
exercise  of  its  rate  suspension  authority, 
rate  filings  should  normally  be 
suspended  and  the  status  quo  ante 
preserved  for  the  maximum  period 
permitted  by  statute  in  circumstances 
where  preliminary  study  leads  the 
Commission  to  believe  that  there  is 
substantial  question  as  to  whether  a 
filing  complies  with  applicable  statutory 
standards. 

Particular  circumstances  may  warrant 
shorter  suspensions.  Situations  present 
themselves  from  time  to  time  in  which 
rigid  adherence  to  the  general  policy  of 
preserving  the  status  quo  ante  for  the 
maximum  statutory  period  makes  for 
harsh  and  inequitable  results.  Such 
circumstances  are  presented  here.  While 
certain  of  the  practices  followed  by 
PSCO  are  questionable  and  while  it  may 
be  appropriate  to  re-evaluate  the 
propriety  of  the  formuleuy  methodology 


*  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company  v. 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  F.  2d  (D.C 
Cir.  May  30. 1980). 

*  Although  PSCO  may  not  have  technically 
complied  with  Section  35.11  of  our  regulations,  the 
Tiling  contains  sufficient  information  to  permit  the 
evaluation  anticipated  in  that  section.  We  shall 
therefore  waive  technical  compliance  with  Section 
35.11. 

'^Section  205(a)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  Section 
4(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  and  Section  15  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 


utilized  by  the  company,  we  note  that 
the  parties  to  the  agreement  specified 
that  PSCO  would  be  entitled  to' annual 
rate  increases  calculated  in  a  stipulated 
manner,  subject  to  approval  by  the 
Commission.  In  light  of  this  specific 
agreement,  we  believe  that  a  nominal 
suspension  would  best  carry  out  the 
intention  of  the  parties,  while  ensuring 
refund  protection  for  GRDA  and  its 
customers.  Accordingly,  we  shall 
exercise  our  discretion  to  suspend  the 
rates  for  one  day  from  the  proposed 
effective  date,  permitting  the  rates  to 
take  effect  on  January  2, 1980,  subject  to 
refund. 

In  accordance  with  Commission 
policy  established  in  Arkansas  Power 
and  Light  Company,  Docket  No.  ER79- 
339,  order  issued  August  6, 1979,  we  will 
phase  the  price  squeeze  issue  raised  by 
GRDA.  This  will  allow  a  decision  to  be 
reached  first  on  issues  raised  by  this 
filing  concerning  cost  of  service,  rate  of 
return,  and  rate  change  methodology 
under  the  Coordination  Agreement.  If  in 
the  view  of  the  intervenors  or  staff,  a  ' 
price  squeeze  persists,  a  second  phase 
of  this  proceeding  may  follow. 

We  find  that  participation  in  this 
proceeding  by  GRDA,  the  City  of  Prior, 
Oklahoma,  KAMO,  Co-op  and  N-REN 
may  be  in  the  pubUc  interest.  We  shall 
therefore  grant  their  petitions  to 
intervene.  The  remaining  issues  raised 
by  the  petitioners  may  be  addressed 
during  the  course  of  die  evidentiary 
hearing  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  Orders: 

(A)  GRDA’s  motion  to  reject  PSCO’s 
submittal  is  hereby  denied. 

(B)  PSCO’s  request  for  waiver  of 
notice  under  §  35.3  of  the  regulations  is 
hereby  granted. 

(C)  PSCO’s  proposed  rates  are  hereby 
accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for 
one  day  from  January  1, 1980,  to  become 
effective  January  2, 1980,  subject  to 
refund. 

(D)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  and  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Section  402(a)  of  the  DOE  Act  and  by 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  specifically 
Sections  205  and  206  thereof,  and 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  rates  proposed  by 
PSCO  in  this  docket. 

(E)  The  petitioners  are  hereby 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission:  Provided  however,  that 
participation  of  such  intervenors  shall 
be  limited  to  the  matters  affecting 
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asserted  rights  and  interests  speciHcally 
set  forth  in  their  petitions  to  intervene; 
and  Provided  further,  that  the  admission 
of  such  intervenors  shall  not  be 
construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be 
aggrieved  by  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(F)  The  Commission  staff  shall  serve 
top  sheets  in  this  proceeding  on  or 
before  December  5, 1980. 

(G)  A  presiding  administrative  law 
judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  judge,  shall 
convene  a  prehearing  conference  in  this 
proceeding  to  be  held  within  ten  (10) 
days  of  the  issuance  of  top  sheets  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  presiding  judge  is  authorized 
to  establish  procedural  dates  and  to  rule 
on  all  motions  (except  motions  to 
consolidate  or  sever  and  motions  to 
dismiss]  as  provided  in  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(H)  The  Commission  hereby  orders 
initiation  of  price  squeeze  procedures 
and  further  orders  that  this  proceeding 
be  phased  so  that  the  price  squeeze 
procedures  begin  after  issuance  of  a 
Commission  opinion  establishing  the 
rate  which,  but  for  consideration  of 
price  squeeze,  would  be  just  and 
reasonable.  The  presiding  judge  may 
order  a  change  in  the  schedule  for  good 
cause.  The  price  squeeze  portion  of  this 
case  shall  be  governed  by  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  section  2.17  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations  as  they 
may  be  modified  prior  to  the  initiation  of 
the  price  squeeze  phase  of  this 
proceeding. 

(I)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioner  Holden, 
concurring. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29151  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am| 

BNJJNG  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Project  No.  3053] 

San  Juan  Suburban  Water  District; 
Granting  intervention 

September  15, 1980. 

On  February  22, 1980,  the  San  Juan 
Suburban  Water  District  (Applicant) 
nied  an  application  for  a  preliminary 
permit  for  the  proposed  Folsom  Dam 
Power  Plant  Project  No.  3053,  to  be 
located  on  the  American  River  in 
Sacramento  and  Placer  Counties, 
California.  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of 


the  application  was  issued  on  June  10, 
1980  with  August  6, 1980  as  the  last  date 
for  filing  protests  or  petitions  to 
intervene. 

On  August  4, 1980,  the  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  (PG  and  E]  filed  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  the  Project  No. 
3053  proceeding.  PG  and  E  does  not 
oppose  the  granting  of  a  preliminary 
permit  for  Project  No.  3053,  but  it 
requests  intervention  to  protect  its 
interests  which  may  be  affected  if  the 
Applicant  decides  to  use  PG  and  E’s 
distribution  sydtem.  PG  and  E  also 
requests  that  any  permit  issued  to  the> 
Applicant  be  conditioned  to  require  that 
the  Applicant  coordinate  its  plans  with 
PG  and  E. 

No  response  to  the  petition  has  been 
filed  with  the  Commission. 

Intervention  by  the  petitioner  appears 
to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

Pursuant  to  §  375.302  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations;  45  FR  21216 
(1980),  amending  18  CFR  3.5(a)  (1979), 
the  above-named  party  is  permitted  to 
intervene  in  this  proceeding  subject  to 
the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act. 
Participation  of  the  Intervenor  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  ejecting  asserted 
rights  and  interests  specifically  set  forth 
in  its  petition  to  intervene.  The 
admission  of  the  Intervenor  shall  not  be 
construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  it  might  be  aggrieved 
by  any  order  entered  in  this  proceeding. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary.  ~ 

|FR  Doc.  80-29153  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-81 


[Project  No.  3062] 

Schneider  Lift  Transiator  Corp.; 
Approval  by  Operation  of  Law 

September  3, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  the  Commission  has 
agreed  to  take  no  action  on  the 
application  for  an  exemption  from 
licensing  for  the  Richvale  Irrigation 
District  Power  Plant  Project  No.  3062, 
filed  on  February  8, 1980,  by  the 
Schneider  Lift  Translator  Corp. 

Accordingly,  the  exemption  is  deemed 
granted  by  operation  of  law  under 
§  4.93(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  (18  CFR  4.93(d)],  subject  to 
the  standard  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  in  §  4.94  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  [18  CFR  4.94]. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29146  Piled  9-19-80: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-6S-M 


[Docket  No.  RP74-41  (Remand)] 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp4 
Determination  by  the  Designated 
Commissioner 

^  Issued  September  3, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  Chairman  Curtis,  the 
designated  Commissioner  pursuant  to 
§  1.28  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedui%,  determined  that 
no  extraordinary  circumstances  had 
been  demonstrated  by  the  Municipal 
Defense  Group  (MDG)  warranting 
referral  to  the  full  Commission  of  MDG’s 
August  28, 1980,  appeal  from  a  ruling  of 
the  presiding  officer  in  the  above- 
captioned  proceeding.  The  matter  was, 
therefore,  not  referred  to  the 
Commission  and  the  contested  ruling  of 
the  presiding  officer  shall  not  be 
reviewable  by  the  Commission  prior  to 
the  time  the  (Commission  considers  the 
proceeding  with  respect  to  which  the 
ruling  was  rendered. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29147  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-81 


[Dockets  Nos.  RP74-48  and  RP75-3;  RP75- 
48  and  RP75>3  (AP76-1)  et  al.;  RP77-108 
(Advance  Payments)] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp4 
Consolidating  Proceedings 

September  12, 1980. 

On  August  13, 1980,  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  filed  a 
motion  to  consolidate  proceedings  in 
Docket  Nos.  RP74-48  and  RP75-3,  RP75- 
48  and  RP75-3  (AP7&-1),  et  al,  and 
RP77-108  (Advance  Payments).  The 
motion  seeks  to  consolidate  all  of  the 
above-docketed  proceedings  into  a 
single  proceeding  so  as  to  provide  one 
forum  in  which  Transco’s  advance 
payment  issues  may  be  resolved.  The 
motion  states  that  there  is  no  opposition 
to  the  consolidation. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
RP74-48  and  RP75-3.  RP75-48  and  RP75- 
3  (AP76-1).  et  al,  and  RP77-108 
(Advance  Payments)  are  consolidated 
into  a  single  proceeding. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.  80-29154  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-65-81 
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[Dockets  Nos.  CI69-220  and  RI74-198; 
CI69-245  and  RI74-199;  CI69-351  and  RI74- 
200;  CI69-373  and  RI74-201] 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  America,  et  ai.; 
Informal  Conference 

September  16, 1980. 

In  the  matter  Union  Oil  Company  of 
California,  Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Mobil 
Oil  Corporation  and  Texaco  Inc. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  30, 
1980,  at  10:00  a.m.  an  informal 
conference  relating  to  refund  reports 
filed  pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  749  will  be 
held  in  the  captioned  proceedings  at  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  N.  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  All  interested  persons  are  invited 
to  attend. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29146  Filed  9-19-80;  6:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-8S-M 

[Project  No.  3339] 

Water  Power  Development  Corp.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  15, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  Water  Power 
Development  Corporation  (Applicant) 
filed  on  august  19, 1980,  an  application 
for  prelimianry  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §  §  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  proposed  Project  No.  3339  to 
be  luiown  as  the  Westville  Project 
located  on  the  Quinebaug  River  near  the 
Towns  of  Starbridge  and  Southbridge, 
Worcester  Country,  Massachusetts. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Kenneth  E. 
Mayo,  President,  Water  Power 
Development  Corporation,  23  Temple 
Street,  Nashua,  New  Hampshire  03060. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers’  Westville  Lake  Dam  and 
would  consist  of  a  9%-foot  diameter 
penstock  and  a  powerhouse  with  one  or 
more  generating  units  having  a  total 
rated  capacity  of  1.53  MW,  and  a 
transmission  line.  The  project  would  be 
capable  of  generating  up  to  5,400,000 
kWh  annually  saving  the  equivalent  of 
8,900  barrels  of  oil  or  2,500  tons  of  coal 
Purpose  of  Project — Energy  generated 
at  the  project  would  be  sold  to  the 
Massachusetts  Electric  Company  or 
other  utilities  or  private  customers. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — ^The  work  proposed 
under  the  preliminary  permit  would 
include  economic  analysis,  preparation 
of  preliminary  engineering  plans,  and  a 
study  of  environmental  impacts.  Based 
on  results  of  these  studies.  Applicant 
would  decide  whether  to  proceed  with 


more  detailed  studies  and  the 
preparation  of  an  application  for  license 
to  construct  and  operate  the  project. 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of  the 
work  to  be  performed  under  the 
preliminary  permit  would  be  $50,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  die 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  the 
power,  and  all  other  information 
necessary  for  inclusion  in  an  application 
for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  Hie 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  conunents.  ‘ 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  November  21, 1980,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  Hie  a  competing  application 
no  later  than  January  20, 1981. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
January  20, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  18 
CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c),  (os  amended  44  FR 
61328,  October  25, 1979).  A  competing 
application  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR,  §  4.33  (a)  and 
(d),  (os  amended,  44  FR  61328,  October 
25, 1979). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — ^Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  about  this 
application  should  Hie  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  C.F.R.,  §  1.8  or  §  1.10 
(1979).  Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a 
protest  may  also  be  submitted  by 
conforming  to  the  procedures  specified 
in  §  1.10  for  protests.  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  take,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  protests  or 


other  comments  filed,  but  a  person  who 
merely  files  a  protest  or  comments  does 
not  become  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 

To  become  a  party,  or  to  participate  in 
any  hearing,  a  person  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
filed  on  or  before  November  21, 1980. 

The  Commission's  address  is:  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29155  Filed  9-19-60: 8:45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Project  No.  3340] 

Water  Power  Development  Corp.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  15, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  Water  Power 
Development  Corporation  (Applicant) 
filed  on  August  19, 1980,  an  application 
for  preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825[r)]  for  proposed  Project  No.  3340  to 
be  ^own  as  the  Barre  Falls  Project 
located  on  the  Ware  River  near  the 
Town  of  Barre,  Worchester  County, 
Massachusetts.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Kenneth  E.  Mayo,  President,  Water 
Power  Development  Corporation,  23 
Temple  Street.  Nashua,  New  Hampshire 
03060. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers’  existing  Barre  Falls  Dam  and 
the  associated  reservoir  and  would 
consist  of  a  6-foot  diameter  penstock 
and  a  powerhouse  with  one  or  more 
generating  units  having  a  total  rated 
capacity  of  1.16  MW,  and  a  transmission 
line.  The  project  would  be  capable  of 
generating  up  to  4,100,000  kWh  annually 
saving  the  equivalent  of  6,700  barrels  of 
oil  or  1,900  tons  of  coal. 

Purpose  of  Project — Energy  produced 
at  the  project  would  be  sold  to  the 
Massachusetts  Electric  Company  or 
other  utilities  in  the  area. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — The  work  proposed 
under  the  preliminary  permit  would 
include  economic  analysis,  preparation 
of  preliminary  engineering  plans,  and  a 
study  of  environmental  impacts.  Based 
on  results  of  these  studies.  Applicant 
would  decide  whether  to  proceed  with 
more  detailed  studies  and  the 
preparation  of  an  application  for  license 
to  construct  and  opeate  the  project. 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of  the 
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work  to  be  performed  under  the 
preliminary  permit  would  be  $50,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  die 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  the 
power,  and  all  other  information 
necessary  for  inclusion  in  an  application 
for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal.  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  propose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  odier 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  Hie  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  November  21, 1980,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  Hie  a  competing  application 
no  later  than  January  20, 1981. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  Hie  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
January  20, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  18 
CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c),  (as  amended  44  FR 
61328,  October  25, 1979).  A  competing 
application  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR,  §  4.33  (a)  and 
(d),  (os  amended,  44  FR  61328, 

October  25, 1979). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  ^actice  and 
Procedure.  18  CFR,  §  1.8  or  §  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  1 1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 


person  must  Hie  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  November  21, 1980.  The 
Commission’s  address  is:  825  North 
Capital  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-28156  Filed  0-18-80;  8:45  am) 

BlUING  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


[Projects  Nos.  3049  and  3183] 

Windsor  Lock  Canal  Co.,  et  al.;  Further 
Extension  of  Time 

September  12, 1980. 

On  September  5, 1980,  Windsor  Lock 
Canal  Company  (VVLCC)  filed  a  request 
for  a  further  extension  of  time  to  file 
comments  on  the  Commission’s  Notice 
of  Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 
issued  June  26, 1980  (Project  No.  3183). 

In  support  of  this  request,  the  motion 
states  that  the  WLCC,  which  has  filed  a 
competing  application  for  the  Enfield 
Rapids  Project  (Project  No.  3049),  is 
continuing  to  negotiate  with  the 
Massachusetts  Vi^olesale  Electric 
Company  and  the  Connecticut 
Municipal  Electric  Company  concerning 
the  possibility  that  the  projects  might  be 
separated  into  two  non-competing 
projects. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  for  the 
filing  of  comments  is  granted  to  and 
including  October  15, 1980. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29167  Piled  9-10-80;  8:45  ain| 

BtLUNQ  qpOE  6450-e5-M 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Issuance  of  Proposed  Decisions  and 
Orders;  Week  of  July  7  Through  July 
11, 1980 

During  the  week  of  July  7  through  July 
11, 1980,  the  proposed  decisions  and 
orders  summarized  below  were  issued 
by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
of  the  Department  of  Energy  with  regard 
to  applications  for  exception. 

Under  the  procedural  regulations  that 
apply  to  exception  proceedings  (10  CFR 
Part  205,  Subpart  D),  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  issuance  of  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  in  Hnal 
form  may  file  a  written  notice  of 
objection  within  ten  days  of  service.  For 
piuposes  of  the  procedural  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  is  deemed 


to  be  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
Notice  or  the  date  an  aggrieved  person 
receives  actual  notice,  whichever  occurs 
first. 

The  procedural  regulations  provide 
that  an  aggrieved  party  who  falls  to  file 
a  Notice  of  Objection  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  regulations  will 
be  deemed  to  consent  to  the  issuance  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order  in  final 
form.  An  aggrieved  party  who  wishes  to 
contest  a  determination  made  in  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  must  also 
file  a  detailed  statement  of  objections 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  service  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order.  In  the 
statement  of  objections,  the  aggrieved 
party  must  specify  each  issue  of  fact  or 
law  that  it  intends  to  contest  in  any 
further  proceeding  involving  the 
exception  matter. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
proposed  decisions  and  orders  are 
available  in  the  Public  Docket  Room  of 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Room  B-120,  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Monday 
through  Friday,  between  the  hours  of 
1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m.,  except  federal 
holidays. 

Richard  T.  Tediow, 

Acting  Director  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
September  15, 1980. 

Molo  Oil  Company,  Dubuque,  Iowa,  BEE- 
0349  gasohol 

Molo  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
211.  The  exception  request,  if  granted,  would 
permit  Molo  to  receive  an  increased 
allocation  of  unleaded  gasoline  to  produce 
gasohol.  On  July  10, 1980,  the  Department  of 
Energy  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
which  determined  that  the  exception  request 
be  granted. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations. 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
exception  requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  firms’  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  which 
determined  that  the  exception  requests  be 
granted. 

Company  Name,  Case  No.  and  Location 
Antonio  Vricella,  BEE-0289,  Somerville,  MA. 
Angelo  &  Sons,  BEE-0784,  Revere,  MA. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
exception  requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  firms’  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  which 
determined  that  the  exception  requests  be 
denied. 
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Company  Name,  Case  No.  and  Location 
Belvidere  Car  Wash,  DEE-6951,  E.  Boston, 
MA, 

Calaveras  Transit  Co.,  DEE-6797,  Vallecito, 
CA. 

Kern  County  Ref.,  Inc.,  DEE-3951, 
Bakersfield,  CA. 

Lee  Oil  Company,  DEE-5963,  Selmer,  TN. 
Morrissette  Texaco,  BEE-0481,  Mammoth 
Lakes,  CA. 

Route  13  Amoco,  DEE-7151,  Dover,  DE. 
Spring  Creek  Stores,  DEE-7533,  Globe,  AZ. 

|FR  Doc.  B0-292S4  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

IOPTS-51130;  FRL 1611-5] 

Certain  Chemicals;  Premanufacture 
Notices 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA), 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Section  5(a)(1)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
any  person  who  intends  to  manufacture 
or  import  a  new  chemical  substance  to 
submit  a  premanufacture  notice  (PMN) 
to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before 
manufacture  or  import  commences. 
Section  5(d)(2)  requires  EPA  to  publish 
in  the  Federal  Register  certain 
information  about  each  PMN  within  5 
working  days  after  receipt.  This  Notice 
announces  receipt  of  two  PMN's  and 
provides  a  summary  of  each. 

DATES:  Written  comments  by: 

PMN  80-20,  October  20, 1980. 

PMN  80-225,  October  25, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to: 
Document  Control  Officer  (TS-793), 
Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460  (202-755-8050). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  Smith,  Premanufacturing  Review 
Division  (TS-794),  Office  of  Pesticides 
and  Toxic  Substances,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20460  (202-426-8816). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
5(a)(1)  of  TSCA  [90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C. 
2604)),  requires  any  person  who  intends 
to  manufacture  or  import  a  new 
chemical  substance  to  submit  a  PMN  to 
EPA  at  least  90  days  before  manufacture 
or  import  commences.  A  “new” 
chemical  substance  is  any  substance 
that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of  existing 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
Section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  EPA  first 
published  the  Initial  Inventory  on  June  1, 
1979.  Notice  of  availability  of  the  Initial 
Inventory  was  published  in  the  Federal 


Register  of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28558), 
and  the  notice  of  availability  of  the 
Revised  Inventory  was  published  on 
July  29, 1980  (45  FR  50544).  The 
requirement  to  submit  a  PMN  for  new 
chemical  substances  manufactured  or 
imported  for  commercial  purposes 
became  effective  on  July  1, 1979. 

EPA  has  proposed  premanufacture 
notification  rules  and  forms  in  the 
Federal  Register  issues  of  January  10, 

1979  (44  FR  2242)  and  October  16, 1979 
(44  FR  59764).  These  regulations, 
however,  are  not  yet  in  effect.  Interested 
persons  should  consult  the  Agency’s 
Interim  Policy  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  26564) 
for  guidance  concerning  premanufacture 
notification  requirements  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  these  rules  and  forms. 

In  particular,  see  page  28567  of  the 
Interim  Policy. 

A  PMN  must  include  the  information 
listed  in  Section  5(d)(1)  of  TSCA.  Under 
section  5(d)(2)  EPA  must  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  nonconfidential 
information  on  the  identity  and  use(s)  of 
the  substance,  as  well  as  a  description 
of  any  test  data  submitted  imder  section 
5(b).  In  addition,  EPA  has  decided  to 
publish  a  description  of  any  test  data 
submitted  with  the  PMN  and  EPA  will 
publish  the  identity  of  the  submitter 
unless  this  information  is  claimed 
confidential. 

Publication  of  the  section  5(d)(2) 
notice  is  subject  to  section  14 
concerning  disclosure  of  confidential 
information.  A  company  can  claim 
confidentiality  for  any  information 
submitted  as  part  of  a  PMN .  If  the 
company  claims  confidentiality  for  the 
specific  chemical  identity  or  use(s)  of 
the  chemical,  EPA  encourages  the 
submitter  to  provide  a  generic  use 
description,  a  nonconfidential 
description  of  the  potential  exposures 
from  use,  and  a  generic  name  for  the 
chemical.  EPA  will  publish  the  generic 
name,  the  generic  use(s),  and  the 
potential  exposure  descriptions  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

If  no  generic  use  description  or 
generic  name  is  provided,  EPA  will 
develop  one  and  after  providing  due 
notice  to  the  submitter,  will  publish  an 
amended  Federal  Register  notice.  EPA 
immediately  will  reveiw  confidentiality 
claims  for  chemical  identity,  chemical 
use,  the  identity  of  the  submitter,  and  for 
health  and  safety  studies.  If  EPA 
determines  that  portions  of  this 
information  are  not  entitled  to 
confidential  treatment,  the  Agency  will 
publish  an  amended  notice  and  will 
place  the  information  in  the  public  file, 
after  notifying  the  submitter  and 
complying  with  other  applicable 
procedures. 


After  receipt,  EPA  has  90  days  to 
reveiw  a  PMN  imder  section  5(a)(1).  The 
section  5(d)(2)  Federal  Register  notice 
indicates  the  date  when  the  review 
period  ends  for  each  PMN.  Under 
section  5(c),  EPA  may,  for  good  cause, 
extend  the  review  period  for  up  to  an 
additional  90  days.  If  EPA  determines 
that  an  extension  is  necessary,  it  will 
publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Once  the  review  period  ends,  the 
submitter  may  manufacture  the 
substance  unless  EPA  has  imposed 
restrictions.  When  the  submitter  begins 
to  manufacture  the  substance,  he  must 
report  to  EPA,  and  the  Agency  will  add 
the  substance  to  the  Inventory.  After  the 
substance  is  added  to  the  Inventory,  any 
company  may  manufacture  it  without 
providing  EPA  notice  under  section 
5(a)(1)(A). 

Therefore,  under  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act,  summaries  of 
the  data  taken  from  the  PMN’s  are 
published  herein. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
the  dates  shown  under  “Dates”,  submit 
to  the  Document  Control  Officer  (TS- 
793),  Rm.  E-447,  Office  of  Pesticides  and 
Toxic  Substances,  401  M  St.,  SW, 
Washington,  DC  20460,  written 
comments  regarding  these  notices. 

Three  copies  of  all  comments  shall  be 
submitted,  except  that  individuals  may 
submit  single  copies  of  comments.  The 
comments  are  to  be  identified  with  the 
document  control  number  “(OPTS- 
51130]”  and  the  specific  PMN  number. 
Comments  received  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  between  8:oo  a.m.  and  4:00 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  excluding 
holidays. 

(Sec.  5, 90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C.  2604)) 

Dated:  September  16, 1980. 

Warren  R.  Muir, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Toxic 
Substances. 

PMN 80-220. 

Close  of  Review  Period. 

November  19, 1980. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity. 

Claimed  confidential  business  information. 
Generic  information  provided: 

Annual  sales — Between  $10  million  and 
$99,999,999. 

Manufacturing  site — ^East-south  central 
region,  U.S. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity. 

Claimed  confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Polybasic  acid  ester 
of  mixed  short  alkyl  mono  alcohol  and  a 
polyol. 

Ihe  following  summary  is  taken  from  data 
submitted  by  the  manufacturer  in  the  PMN. 
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Use. 

Additive  in  certain  industrial  lubricant 
applications. 

Production  Estimates. 

Claimed  confidential  business  information. 
Physical/Chemical  Properties. 

Appearance;  Dark  brown  viscous  liquid. 
Toxicity  Data. 

No  data  were  submitted  but  the 
manufacturer  states  that  oral  acute  and  skin 
irritation  tests  are  in  progress. 

Exposure. 

The  manufacturer  states  that;  (1)  Due  to  the 
high  boiling  point  and  anticipated  low  order 
of  the  toxicity  of  the  PMN  substance,  no 
exposure  problems  are  expected;  (2) 
occasional  dermal  exposure  with  minimal  or 
incidental  exposure  by  inhalation  may  be 
expected  involving  4  workers,  96  hours  each 
per  yean  and  (3]  consumer  exposure  is 
virtually  non-existent 

Disposal 

The  submitter  states  that  normal  disposal 
will  be  by  incineration  or  landfill  and  claims 
that  the  new  substance  should  biodegrade 
readily. 

PMN  80-225. 

Close  of  Review  Period. 

November  24, 1980. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity, 

Claimed  confidential  business  information. 
Generic  information  provided; 

Annual  sales — Between  $10  million  and 
$99,999,999. 

Manufacturing  site — East-south  central 
region,  U.S. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity. 

Claimed  confidential.  Generic  name 
provided:  Mono,  di  and  tri  esters  of  polybasic 
acids. 

The  following  summary  is  taken  from  data 
submitted  by  the  maunfacturer  in  the  PMN. 

Use. 

Additive  in  certain  industrial  lubricant 
applications. 

Production  Estimates. 

Claimed  confidential  business  information. 
Physical/Chemical  Properties. 

Appearance:  A  dark  brown  viscous  liquid. 
Toxicity  Data. 

Estimated  oral  LDso  (rats) — 5.0  g/kg. 
Primary  dermal  irritation  score  (rabbits) — 
0.1  (Irritation  Index).  Not  a  primary  skin 
irritant. 

Exposure. 

The  manufacturer  slates  that:  (1)  Due  to  the 
high  boiling  point  and  anticipated  low  order 
of  the  toxicity  of  the  PMN  substance,  no 
exposure  problems  are  expected:  (2) 
occasional  dermal  exposure  with  the  minimal 
or  incidental  exposure  by  inhalation  may  be 
expected  involving  4  workers,  96  hours  each 
per  yean  and  (3)  consumer  exposure  is 
virtually  non-existent. 


Disposal 

The  submitter  states  that  normal  disposal 
will  be  by  incineration  or  landfill  and  claims 
that  the  new  substance  should  biodegrade 
readily. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29211  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 


[OPP-180491;  FRL  1611-3] 

Crisis  Exemptions  for  Fenthion  and 
Maiathion;  Department  of  Agricuiture 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  gives  notice  that  the 
Animal  and  Plant  He'alth  Inspection 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
(hereafter  referred  to  as  “USDA”),  has 
availed  itself  of  two  crisis  exemptions  to 
use  fenthion  on  plants  and  as  a  soil 
drench  treatment  and  maiathion  as  a 
toxic  food  bait  on  foliage,  in  Los 
Angeles  and  Santa  Clara  Counties, 
California. 

DATE:  In  Los  Angeles  County,  the  crisis 
period  started  on  June  24, 1980;  in  Santa 
Clara  County,  on  July  9, 1980.  Since  the 
programs  were  expected  to  take  more 
than  fifteen  days,  USDA  requested 
speciHc  exemptions  to  continue  them. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jack  E.  Housenger,  Registration  Division 
(TS-767),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
E-107, 401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460  (202-^26-0223). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
According  to  USDA,  the  Mediterranean 
fruit  fly  [Ceratitis  capitata,  Wiedmann) 
is  considered  to  be  one  of  the  world’s 
most  important  and  widespread 
agricultural  pests  in  the  fruit  fly  group. 
The  latest  introduction  was  in  California 
in  1975.  Its  presence  poses  an  extremely 
serious  economic  threat  to  the  California 
fruit  and  vegetable  industry,  and,  if  not 
eradicated,  to  other  parts  of  the  United 
States,  the  USDA  reports.  USDA  states 
that  the  time  element  was  so  critical 
that  there  was  no  time  to  request 
specific  exemptions  for  this  program. 

Maiathion  is  registered  for  control  of 
the  Mediterranean  fruit  fly  in  a 
proteinaceous  bait  for  use  on  Hawaiian 
fruit,  but  the  registration  as  a  spray  on 
citrus  does  not  specify  use  in  a 
proteinaceous  bait.  Fenthion  is 
registered  by  California  as  a  soil  drench 
to  control  pupating  fruit  fly  larvae. 

The  maiathion  toxic  food  bait, 
consisting  of  3  pounds  maiathion  (25 
percent  wettable  powder  formulaton) 
and  1  quart  Staley’s  protein  bait  in 
sufficient  water  to  make  40  gallons  of 
bait  mix,  is  being  applied  to  the  foliage 


of  the  fruit-bearing  host  plants  at  the 
rate  of  approximately  10  milliliters  per 
plant.  A  single  application  is  being  made 
by  backpack  sprayer.  A  treatment 
usually  consists  of  a  9  square-mile  area 
around  the  epicenter  of  the  fly  find. 

Fenthion  (Baytex,  45  percent 
emulsifiable  concentrate)  as  a  soil 
drench  is  being  applied  to  dooryard  host 
plants  at  the  rate  of  approximately  6 
pounds  active  ingredient  per  acre. 
Application  is  inside  the  driplines  of 
fruit-bearing  host  plants  where  fruit  fly 
larvae  are  found.  The  fenthion  soil 
drench  is  also  being  applied  at  the  rate 
of  6  pounds  active  ingredient  per  acre  as 
a  drench  where  host  nursery  stock  are 
grown.  All  fruit  from  host  nursery  stock 
is  stripped. 

Sterile  flies  are  released  in  a  100 
square-mile  area  around  the  identiiled 
fly  finds.  Sterile  flies  will  continue  to  be 
released  until  sufficient  time  has  passed 
to  allow  for  the  development  of  three 
generations  after  the  last  wild  fly  find. 

Applications  of  both  the  maiathion 
food  bait  and  fenthion  soil  drench  are 
being  made  by,  or  under  th  supervision  * 
of  personnel  of  USDA,  the  California 
Department  of  Food  and  Agriculture, 
Division  of  Plant  Industry,  or  the  Los 
Angeles  or  Santa  Clara  County 
Agriculture  Commissioners. 

USDA  does  not  anticipate  that 
residues  of  fenthion  in  fruit  from  host 
plants  treated  with  the  soil  drench  will 
present  any  unreasonable  adverse 
effects  to  humans  or  the  environment. 

The  public  is  being  notified  through 
public  media  of  areas  involving 
treatments.  Verbal  and  written  contacts 
are  also  made  with  individuals  whose 
properties  are  being  treated  advising 
them  of  the  chemicals  used  and  the 
appropriate  applicable  label 
precautions.  Placement  of  bait  sprays  is 
being  made  high  enough  to  be  out  of  the 
reach  of  children  and  pets.  When 
fenthion  is  used,  an  inspector  remains  at 
the  site  until  the  liquid  is  absorbed  into 
the  soil.  Property  owners  are  further 
advised  to  keep  children  and  pets  off 
treated  areas  until  the  soil  drench 
treatment  has  thoroughly  dried.  USDA 
requested  specific  exemptions  to 
continue  this  program. 

(Sec.  18  as  amended  92  Stat.  819;  (7  U.S.C. 

136)) 

Dated:  September  18, 1980. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29209  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 
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(OPTS-51134;  FRL  1611-6] 

Dichloro  Dimethoxy  Diethyl 
Aminoazobenzene  Sulfonic  Acid, 
Sodium  Salt;  Premanufacture  Notice 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 


summary:  Section  5(a)(1)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
any  person  who  intends  to  manufacture 
or  import  a  new  chemical  substance  to 
submit  a  premanufacture  notice  (PMN) 
to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before 
manufacture  or  import  commences. 
Section  5(d)(2)  requires  EPA  to  publish 
in  the  Federal  Register  certain 
information  about  each  PMN  within  5 
working  days  after  receipt.  This  Notice 
announces  receipt  of  a  PMN  and 
provides  a  summary. 

DATE:  Written  comments  by  October  25, 
1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to: 
Document  Control  Officer  (TS-793), 
Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460,  (202-755-8050). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kirk  Maconaughey,  Premanufacturing 
Review  Division  (TS-794),  Office  of 
Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
St.,  SW„  Washington,  DC  20460,  (202/ 
426-3936). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
5(a)(1)  of  TSCA  [90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C. 
2604)],  requires  any  person  who  intends 
to  manufacture  or  import  a  new 
chemical  substance  to  submit  a  PMN  to 
EPA  at  least  90  days  before  manufacture 
or  import  commences.  A  “new” 
chemical  substance  is  any  substance 
that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of  existing 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
Section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  EPA  first 
published  the  Initial  Inventory  on  June  1, 
1979.  Notice  of  availability  of  the  Initial 
Inventory  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  15. 1979  (44  FR  28558), 
and  the  notice  of  availability  of  the 
Revised  Inventory  was  published  on 
July  29, 1980  (45  FR  50544).  The 
requirement  to  submit  a  PMN  for  new 
chemical  substances  manufactured  or 
imported  for  commercial  purposes 
became  effective  on  July  1, 1979. 

EPA  has  proposed  premanufacture 
notification  rules  and  forms  in  the 
Federal  Register  issues  of  January  10, 
1979  (44  FR  2242)  and  October  16, 1979 
(44  FR  59764).  These  regulations, 


however,  are  not  yet  in  effect.  Interested 
persons  should  consult  the  Agency’s 
Interim  Policy  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28564) 
for  guidance  concerning  premanufacture 
notification  requirements  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  these  rules  and  forms. 

In  particular,  see  page  2p567  of  the 
Interim  Policy. 

A  PMN  must  include  the  information 
listed  in  Section  5(d)(1)  of  TSCA.  Under 
section  5(d)(2)  EPA  must  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  nonconfidential 
information  on  the  identity  and  use(s)  of 
the  substance,  as  well  as  a  description 
of  any  test  data  submitted  under  section 
5(b).  In  addition,  EPA  has  decided  to 
publish  a  description  of  any  test  data 
-submitted  with  the  PMN  and  EPA  will 
publish  the  identity  of  the  submitter 
unless  this  information  is  claimed 
confidential. 

Publication  of  the  section  5(d)(2) 
notice  is  subject  to  section  14 
concerning  disclosure  of  confidential 
information.  A  company  can  claim 
confidentiality  for  any  information 
submitted  as  part  of  a  PMN.  If  the 
company  claims  confidentiality  for  the 
specific  chemical  identity  or  use(s)  of 
the  chemical,  EPA  encourages  the 
submitter  to  provide  a  generic  use 
description,  a  nonconfidential 
description  of  the  potential  exposures 
from  use,  and  a  generic  name  for  the 
chemical.  EPA  will  publish  the  generic 
name,  the  generic  use(s),  and  the 
potential  exposure  descriptions  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

If  no  generic  use  description  or 
generic  name  is  provided.  EPA  will 
develop  one  and  after  providing  due 
notice  to  the  submitter,  will  publish  an 
amended  Federal  Register  notice.  EPA 
immediately  will  review  confidentiality 
claims  for  chemical  identity,  chemical 
use(s),  the  identity  of  the  submitter,  and 
for  health  and  safety  studies.  If  EPA 
determines  that  portions  of  this 
information  are  not  entitled  to 
confidential  treatment,  the  Agency  will 
publish  an  amended  notice  and  will 
place  the  information  in  the  public  file, 
after  notifying  the  submitter  and 
complying  with  other  applicable 
procedures. 

After  receipt,  EPA  has  90  days  to 
review  a  PMN  under  section  5(a)(1).  The 
section  5(d)(2)  Federal  Register  notice 
indicates  the  date  when  the  review 
period  ends  for  each  PMN.  Under 
section  5(c),  EPA  may,  for  good  cause, 
extend  the  review  period  for  up  to  an 
additional  90  days.  If  EPA  determines 
that  an  extension  is  necessary,  it  will 
publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 


Once  the  review  period  ends,  the 
submitter  may  manufacture  the 
substance  unless  EPA  has  imposed 
restrictions.  When  the  submitter  begins 
to  manufacture  the  substance,  he  must 
report  to  EPA,  and  the  Agency  will  add 
the  substance  to  the  Inventory.  After  the 
substance  is  added  to  the  Inventory,  any 
company  may  manufacture  it  without 
providing  EPA  notice  under  section 
5(a)(1)(A). 

Therefore,  under  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act,  a  summary  of 
the  data  taken  from  the  PMN  is 
published  herein. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
October  25. 1980,  submit  to  the 
Document  Control  Officer  (TS-793),  Rm. 
E^-447,  Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  401  M  St.,  SW,  Washington. 
DC  20460,  written  comments  regarding 
this  notice.  Three  copies  of  all  comments 
shall  be  submitted,  except  that 
individuals  may  submit  single  copies  of 
comments.  The  comments  are  to  be 
identified  with  the  document  control 
number  “[OPTS-51134]”  and  the  PMN 
number.  Comments  received  may  be 
seen  in  the  above  office  between  8:00 
a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

(Sec.  5,  90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C.  2604)) 

Dated;  September  16, 1980. 

Warren  R.  Muir, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Toxic 
Substances. 

PMN  80-229 

Close  of  Review  Period.  November  24, 
1980. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  American 
Color  &  Chemical  Corp.,  Mt.  Vernon  St., 
Lock  Haven,  PA  17745. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential.  Generic  name  provided: 
Dichloro  dimethoxy  diethyl 
aminoazobenzene  sulfonic  acid,  sodium 
salt. 

The  following  summary  is  taken  from 
data  submitted  by  the  manufacturer  in 
the  PMN. 

Use.  Nylon  carpet  and  garment  dye. 

Production  Estimates.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 

Physical/Chemical  Properties 


Appearance . - .  Violet/dark  brown  crystalline  powder. 

Solubility .  Water  soluble  up  to  10  percent 

Physical  state .  Solid. 


Toxicity  Data.  No  data  were 
submitted,  however,  the  submitter  states 
that  acute  oral  and  dermal  toxicity, 
along  with  primary  and  eye  irritation 
tests,  are  in  progress. 

Exposure. 
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sue  activity 

Exposure  route 

Maximum 

Maximum  duration  Concentration 

exposed 

Hr/day  Day/yr  Average 

Peak 

4 

2  10  1-10  mg/m’  1 
1  10  0-1  mg/m’  1 

1-10  mg/m’ 
1-10  mg/m’ 

Dalton,  GA  a  other  locations:  Use . 

.  Handling  dry  dye 

2 

Environmental  Release/Disposal 


Amount/Ouration  of  Chemical  Release 
(kg/yr). 

Land . .  Less  than  10. 

Water . .  Less  than  10.  1  hr/day;  20  day/yr. 


All  waste  streams  such  as  filtrates, 
washwater,  and  clean-up  solutions  are 
conHned  within  internal  transfer  lines 
for  pretreatment  prior  to  transmission  to 
the  city  publicly  owned  treatment  works 
(POTW).  Pretreatment  consists  of 
collection,  oxidization,  and  reduction 
treatment  steps  which  reduces  color  and 
organics  to  levels  acceptable  at  the  city 
treatment  plant. 

|FR  Doc  80-29212  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6S60-01-M 


[OPTS-51136;  FRL  1611-41 

Fatty  Acid  Ester,  Premanufacture 
Notice 

aqency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY;  Section  5(a](l]  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
any  person  who  intends  to  manufacture 
or  import  a  new  chemical  substance  to 
submit  a  premanufacture  notice  (PMN) 
to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before 
manufacture  or  import  commences. 
Section  5(d)(2)  requires  EPA  to  publish 
in  the  Federal  Register  certain 
information  about  each  PMN  within  5 
working  days  after  receipt.  This  Notice 
announces  receipt  of  a  PMN  and 
provides  a  summary. 

DATE:  Written  comments  by  October  26, 
1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to: 
Document  Control  Officer  (TS-793), 
Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460  (202-755-8050), 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wendy  Cleland-Hamnett, 
Premanufacturing  Review  Division  (TS- 
794),  Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic- 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460  (202/426-2601). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
5(a)(1)  of  TSCA  [90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C. 
2604)],  requires  any  person  who  intends 


to  manufacture  or  import  a  new 
chemical  substance  to  submit  a  PMN  to  . 
EPA  at  least  90  days  before  manufacture 
or  import  commences.  A  “new” 
chemical  substance  is  any  substance 
that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of  existing 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
Section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  EPA  first 
published  the  Initial  Inventory  on  June  1, 
1979.  Notice  of  availability  of  the  Initial 
Inventory  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28558] 
and  notice  of  availability  of  the  Revised 
Inventory  was  published  on  July  29, 1980 
(45  FR  50544).  The  requirement  to  submit 
a  PMN  for  new  chemical  substances 
manufactured  or  imported  for 
commercial  purposes  became  effective 
on  July  1, 1979. 

^A  has  proposed  premanufacture 
notification  rules  and  forms  in  the 
Federal  Register  issues  of  January  10, 

1979  (44  FR  2242)  and  October  16, 1979 
(44  FR  59764).  These  regulations, 
however,  are  not  yet  in  effect.  Interested 
persons  should  consult  the  Agency’s 
Interim  Policy  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  15. 1979  (44  FR  28564) 
for  guidance  concerning  premanufacture 
notification  requirements  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  these  rules  and  forms. 

In  particular,  see  page  28567  of  the 
Interim  Policy. 

A  PMN  must  include  the  information 
listed  in  Section  5(d)(1)  of  TSCA,  Under 
section  5(d)(2)  EPA  must  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  nonconfidential 
information  on  the  identity  and  use(s]  of 
the  substance,  as  well  as  a  description 
of  any  test  data  submitted  under  section 
5(b).  In  addition,  EPA  has  decided  to 
publish  a  description  of  any  test  data 
submitted  with  the  PMN  and  EPA  will 
publish  the  identity  of  the  submitter 
unless  this  information  is  claimed 
confidential. 

Publication  of  the  section  5(d)(2) 
notice  is  subject  to  section  14 
concerning  disclosure  of  confidential 
information.  A  company  can  claim 
confidentiality  for  any  information 
submitted  as  part  of  a  PMN.  If  the 
company  claims  confidentiality  for  the 
specific  chemical  identity  or  use(s]  of 
the  chemical,  EPA  encourages  the 
submitter  to  provide  a  generic  use 
description,  a  nonconfidential 
description  of  the  potential  exposures 
from  use,  and  a  generic  name  for  the 


chemical.  EPA  will  publish  the  generic 
name,  the  generic  use(s],  and  the 
potential  exposure  descriptions  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

If  no  generic  use  description  or 
generic  name  is  provided,  EPA  will 
develop  one  and  after  providing  due 
notice  to  the  submitter,  will  publish  an 
amended  Federal  Register  notice.  EPA 
immediately  will  review  confidentiality 
claims  for  chemical  identity,  chemical 
use(s),  the  identity  of  the  submitter,  and 
for  health  and  safety  studies.  If  EPA 
determines  that  portions  of  this 
information  are  not  entitled  to 
confidential  treatment,  the  Agency  will 
publish  an  amended  notice  and  will 
place  the  information  in  the  public  file, 
after  notifying  the  submitter  and 
complying  with  other  applicable 
procedures. 

After  receipt,  EPA  has  90  days  to 
review  a  PMN  under  section  5(a)(1).  The 
section  5(d)(2]  Federal  Register  notice 
indicates  the  date  when  the  review 
period  ends  for  each  PMN.  Under 
section  5(c),  EPA  may,  for  good  cause, 
extend  Ihe  review  period  for  up  to  an 
additional  90  days.  If  EPA  determines 
that  an  extension  is  necessary,  it  will 
publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Once  the  review  period  ends,  the 
submitter  may  manufacture  the 
substance  unless  EPA  has  imposed 
restrictions.  When  the  submitter  begins 
to  manufacture  the  substance,  he  must 
report  to  EPA,  and  the  Agency  will  add 
the  substance  to  the  Inventory.  After  the 
substance  is  added  to  the  Inventory,  any 
company  may  manufacture  it  without 
providing  EPA  notice  under  section 
5(a)(1)(A). 

Therefore,  under  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act,  a  summary  of 
the  data  taken  from  the  PMN  is 
published  herein. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
October  26, 1980,  submit  to  the 
Document  Control  Officer  (TS-793),  Rm. 
E-447,  Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  401  M  St.,  SW,  Washington, 
DC  20460,  written  comments  regarding 
this  notice.  Three  copies  of  all  comments 
shall  be  submitted,  except  that 
individuals  may  submit  single  copies  of 
comments.  The  comments  are  to  be 
identified  with  the  document  control 
number  “[OPTS-51136]”  and  the  PMN 
number.  Comments  received  may  be 
seen  in  the  above  office  between  8:00 
a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

(Sec.  5,  90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C.  2604)) 
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Dated:  September  16. 1980. 

Warren  R.  Muir, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Toxic 
Substances. 

PM N  80-230 

Close  of  Review  Period.  November  25, 
1980. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  information  provided: 

Aiinual  sales — In  excess  of  $500  million. 
Manufacturing  site — East-north  central 
region,  U.S. 

Standard  Industrial  Classification  Code — 
2869  (Industrial  Organic  Chemicals). 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Fatty  acid  ester. 


The  following  summary  is  taken  from 
data  submitted  by  the  manufacturer  in 
the  PMN, 

Use.  Claimed  confidential  business 
information. 

Production  Estimates.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 

Physical/Chemical  Properties 


Specific  gravity  25’C/25°C .  0.88 

Viscosity,  centistokes  at  25°C .  29 

Flash  point  (COC).  °F .  410 

Gardner  color  _.  7 

Acid  number  3 

Hydroxyl  number .  7 

Solubility  in  water . (•) 


'  Negligible. 

Toxicity  Data.  Company  states  that 
toxicity  has  not  been  determined. 
Exposure. 


Activity 

Exposure  route 

Maximum 

Maximum  duration 

Conceniration 

exposed 

Hr/day  Day/yr 

Average  Peak 

6 

2  12 

0-1 

mg/m. 

Environmental  Reiease/Disposai 


Media .  Amount/ Duration  of  Chemical  Release 

(kg/yr). 

Air .  Less  than  10.  24  hr/da:  12  da/yr. 

Land . . .  100-1,000. 

Water . . .  Less  than  10.  12  hr/da;  12  da/yr. 


The  manufacturer  states  that  water  of 
reaction  is  expected  to  be  the  only 
emission  from  the  process  vent. 
Diatomaceous  earth  saturated  with  the 
product  will  be  disposed  of  according  to 
the  Resource  Conservation  and 
Recovery  Act  regulations. 

Water  of  reaction  will  contain  small 
amount  of  the  product  reactants  carried 
over  during  processing.  Most  of  these 
are  decanted  and  returned  to  the 
process. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29210  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 


[OPP-180483;  FRL  1611-1] 

Idaho  Department  of  Agriculture; 
Issuance  of  Specific  Exemption  To 
Use  Ethyl  Parathion  To  Control  Aphids 
on  Lentiis 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  has  granted  a  specific 
exemption  to  the  Idaho  Department  of 
Agriculture  (hereafter  referred  to  as  the 
“Applicant”)  to  use,  ethyl  parathion  to 
control  the  pea  aphid  and  the  cowpea 


aphid  on  35,000  acres  of  lentils  in  ten 
counties  in  Idaho.  The  specifrc 
exemption  is  issued  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act. 

DATE:  The  specific  exemption  expires  on 
September  1, 1980. 

address:  Donald  J.  Rodier,  Registration 
Division  (TS-767),  Rm.  E^124,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donald  J.  Rodier  (202-420-0223). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
According  to  the  Applicant,  35,000  acres 
of  lentils  in  the  counties  of  Benewah, 
Bonner,  Boundary,  Clearwater,  Idaho, 
Kootenai,  Latah,  Lewis,  Nez  Perce,  and 
Shoshone  of  northern  Idaho  require 
treatment  to  control  the  pea  aphid 
[Acyrthosiphon  pisum  Harris)  and  the 
cowpea  aphid  [Aphis  craccivora  Koch). 
Idaho  anticipates  losses  of  $4-$5  million 
to  lentil  growers  without  an  effective 
control  program. 

According  to  the  Applicant, 
malathion,  the  only  EPA-registered 
pesticide  for  use  on  lentils,  has  provided 
only  marginal  or  ineffective  control  of 
aphid  pests.  Parathion,  which  has  been 
applied  to  lentils  under  specific 
exemptions  in  past  years,  has  proved 
satisfactory. 

The  Applicant  proposes  to  use  ethyl 
parathion  at  an  application  rate  of  one- 
half  pound  active  ingredient  (a.i.)  per 


acre  by  air  and  ground  equipment. 
Application  of  ethyl  parathion  is 
restricted  to  State-licensed  commercial 
applicators  or  State-certifred  growers. 

The  currently  available  data  for  ethyl 
parathion,  emulsifrable  concentrate  (EC) 
formulations,  show  no  detectable 
residues  (less  than  0.2  part  per  million 
(ppm),  depending  on  the  crop  substrate) 
in  any  crop'which  has  the  edible  portion 
of  the  plant  protected  from  direct 
application  of  the  pesticide  (such  as 
peas,  com,  and  soybeans).  Based  on 
these  data,  the  EPA  has  concluded  that 
the  residue  level  resulting  from  the 
proposed  use  is  not  likely  to  exceed  0.2 
ppm,  if  EC  formulations  are  used  and  a 
fourteen-day  pre-harvest  interval  is 
observed. 

EPA  anticipates  no  unreasonable 
adverse  effect  on  the  environment  from 
the  proposed  use. 

After  reviewing  the  application  and 
other  available  information,  EPA  has 
determined  that  the  criteria  for  an 
exemption  have  been  met.  Accordingly, 
the  Applicant  has  been  granted  a 
specific  exemption  to  use  the  pesticide 
noted  above  until  September  1, 1980,  to 
the  extent  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  in 
the  application.  The  speciHc  exemption 
is  also  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

1.  A  parathion  EC  formulation 
containing  four  or  eight  pounds  a.i.  per 
gallon  will  be  used.  Only  registered 
formulations  cleared  for  use  on  human 
food  crops  are  authorized; 

2.  Ethyl  parathion  will  be  applied  at  a 
rate  of  one-half  pound  a.i.  per  acre.  A 
maximum  of  two  applications  may  be 
made; 

3.  Up  to  35,000  acres  of  lentils  located 
in  the  counties  named  above  are 
authorized  for  treatment; 

4.  A  maximum  of  35,000  pounds  a.i. 
may  be  applied; 

5.  All  applications  will  be  made  with 
ground  or  air  equipment; 

6.  All  applications  will  be  made  by 
State-licensed  commercial  or  State- 
certified  private  applicators; 

7.  Application  will  not  be  made  within 
fourteen  days  of  harvest; 

8.  An  ethyl  parathion  residue  level  of 
0.2  ppm  in  or  on  lentils  has  been  judged 
adequate  to  protect  the  public  health. 
The  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  has  been  advised  of  this 
action; 

9.  Lentil  forage  and  hay  which  have 
been  treated  with  ethyl  parathion  may 
not  be  used  for  food,  feed,  or  fodder. 
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Livestock  may  not  graze  in  treated  lentil 
fields; 

10.  The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  has  advised 
EPA  that  three  endangered  species, 
American  Peregrine  Falcon,  Grizzly 
Bear,  and  Northern  Rocky  Mountain 
Wolf,  reside  in  one  or  more  of  the  Idaho 
counties  where  ethyl  parathion  will  be 
applied.  Since  none  of  these  animals  are 
known  to  feed  on  lentils  or  lentil  forage, 
the  proposed  use  poses  no  probable 
threat  to  these  endangered  species  or 
their  habitat; 

11.  A  three-hundred  foot  buffer  zone 
will  be  maintained  around  bodies  of 
water  which  are  inhabited  by  fish  and/ 
or  waterfowl: 

12.  Every  precaution  shall  be  taken  to 
avoid  or  minimize  spray  drift  to  non¬ 
target  areas.  Applications  will  not  be 
made  when  wind  speed  exceeds  five 
miles  per  hour; 

13.  Ethyl  parathion  is  not  to  be  applied 
where  runoff  is  likely  to  occur; 

14.  Ethyl  parathion  is  not  to  be  applied 
where  bees  are  present: 

15.  Liaison  will  be  established 
between  the  Idaho  State  Departments  of 
Agriculture  and  Fisheries  and  Game  to 
minimize  any  adverse  effects  on  fish 
and  wildlife  resources: 

16.  All  applicable  directions, 
restrictions,  and  precautions  on  the 
product  label  must  be  followed; 

17.  The  EPA  shall  be  immediately 
informed  of  any  adverse  effects 
resulting  from  the  use  of  this  pesticide  in 
connection  with  this  exemption;  and 

18.  The  Applicant  is  responsible  for 
assuring  that  all  of  the  provisions  of  this 
specific  exemption  are  met  and  must 
submit  a  report  summarizing  the  results 
of  this  program  by  February  15, 1981. 

(Sec.  18,  as  amended  (92  Stat.  819:  7  U.S.C. 
136)) 

Dated:  September  16, 1980. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29207  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 

[OPP-180488;  FRL  1610-7] 

Nebraska  Department  of  Agriculture; 
Issuance  of  Specific  Exemption  for 
Permethrin  on  Field  Corn 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  has  granted  a  specific 
exemption  to  the  Nebraska  Department 
of  Agriculture  (hereafter  referred  to  as 
the  “Applicant”)  for  the  use  of 
permethrin  on  1,292,176  acres  of  field 


corn  in  Nebraska  to  control  the 
European  com  borer.  The  specific 
exemption  is  issued  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act. 

date:  The  specific  exemption  expires  on 
September  15, 1980. 
address:  Patricia  Critchlow, 

Registration  Division  TS-767),  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Rm.  E-107,  401  M  St., 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202-426- 
0223). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

European  corn  borer  is  a  major  pest  of 
field  corn  in  the  north  central  United 
States.  Generally,  a  large  percentage  of 
the  borers  go  through  two  generations 
each  year.  Borers  overwinter  as  full- 
grown  larve  in  cornstalks,  corn  cobs,  or 
weed  stems,  or  spun  up  in  other 
cornfield  debris.  They  begin  to  develop 
in  the  spring.  When  moths  emerge,  they 
fly  into  cornfields  to  lay  eggs  during  the 
evening.  A  majority  of  the  larave  from 
this  first  generation  change  to  pupae 
during  the  summer  and  the  moths  which 
emerge  produce  the  second  generation 
which  causes  the  most  severe  damage. 
The  larvae  of  this  brood  tunnel  into  the  , 
corn  shank  and  feed  on  silks,  kernels, 
and  cobs.  This  ultimately  results  in  yield 
losses  from  broken  stalks,  dropped  ears, 
physiological  growth  loss  and,  to  some 
extent,  quality  reduction. 

The  Applicant  claims  that  second 
generation  borers  are  not  controlled  by 
the  currently  registered  alternatives, 
carbaryl,  carbofuran,  diazinon,  EPN, 
fonofos,  parathion,  phorate,  toxaphene. 
and  others.  According  to  the  Applicant, 
cultural,  biological  and  mechanical 
control  measures,  as  well  as  the  use  of 
short-season  hybrids,  have  failed  to 
control  the  European  corn  borer 
consistently. 

The  Applicant  proposed  to  use 
permethrin  to  control  second  brood 
populations  of  European  com  borers 
infesting  field  com  on  a  maximum  of 
1,292,176  acres  of  irrigated  field  corn  at 
a  rate  of  0.1  to  0.2  pound  per  acre. 

The  Applicant  estimates  a  15.24 
percent  average  yield  loss  from  the 
European  corn  borer.  Permethrin  is 
described  as  the  only  chemical  other 
than  diazinon,  which  is  estimated  to 
give  only  40  percent  control,  which  will 
result  in  a  net  economic  gain. 

EPA  has  determined  that  residues  of 
permethrin  from  the  proposed  use 
should  not  exceed  0.05  part  per  million 
(ppm)  in  or  on  field  com  grain  and  2 
ppm  in  or  on  field  com  forage  or  fodder. 
Secondary  residues  generated  by  this 
use  are  not  expected  to  exceed  0.05  ppm 
in  meat  and  milk.  Due  to  the  high 
toxicity  of  permethrin  to  bees  and  fish 


and  other  aquatic  organisms, 
appropriate  restrictions  have  been 
imposed. 

After  reviewing  the  application  and 
other  available  information.  EPA  has 
determined  that  the  criteria  for  an 
exemption  have  been  met.  Accordingly, 
the  Applicant  has  been  granted  a 
specific  exemption  to  use  the  pesticide 
noted  above  until  September  15, 1980,  to 
the  extent  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  in 
the  application.  The  specific  exemption 
is  also  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

1.  The  products  Ambush  2E  (EPA  Reg. 
No.  10182-18)  and  Pouncp  3.2  EC  (EPA 
Reg.  No.  279-3014)  may  be  used.  If  an 
unregistered  label  is  used,  it  must 
contain  the  identical  applicable 
precautions  and  restrictions  which 
appear  on  the  registered  label; 

2.  Permethrin  may  be  applied  at  a  rate 
of  0.1  to  0.2  pound  per  acre; 

3.  A  maximum  of  two  applications 
may  be  made; 

4.  Applications  may  begin  when  eggs 
of  the  second  generation  of  European 
corn  borers  begin  to  hatch.  The 
additional  application  may  be  made  as 
needed; 

5.  A  maximum  of  1,292,176  acres  of 
irrigated  field  corn  may  be  treated; 

6.  Applications  may  be  made  by 
certified  applicators  using  either  aerial 
or  ground  equipment.  A  minimum  spray 
volume  of  15  gallons  per  acre,  when 
applied  by  ground  equipment,  and  3 
gallons  per  acre,  when  applied  by  aerial 
equipment,  will  be  used; 

7.  A  30-day  pre-harvest  interval  will 
be  observed; 

8.  The  use  of  permethrin  is  not 
authorized  until  it  has  been  determined 
that  at  least  25  percent  of  the  plants 
show  second  generation  egg  masses  or 
newly  hatched  larve; 

9.  A  60-day  crop  rotation  restriction 
will  be  observed: 

10.  It  is  recommended  that  permethrin 
not  be  applied  any  closer  to  fish-bearing 
waters  than  as  follows: 


Buffer  zone  (feetl 


Application  height/method 

Applica¬ 

tion 

rate 

Pounds 

per/ 

aae 

0.1 

02 

Z  It/ground  spray,  freshwater . 

_  50 

80 

B  It/aerial  spray,  freshwater . 

. .  200 

350 

15  ll/aerlal  spray,  freshwater . 

.  350 

650 

Applications  closer  than  these  may 
result  in  fish  and/or  other  aquatic 
organism  kills.  It  is  recommended  that 
applications  be  made  when  wind  speeds 
are  between  2  and  5  miles  per  hour.  No 
applications  are  to  be  made  when  wind 
speeds  exceed  10  miles  per  hour; 
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11.  Precautions  must  be  taken  to  avoid 
or  minimize  spray  drift  to  non-target 
areas; 

12.  These  products  are  highly  toxic  to 
bees  exposed  to  direct  treatment  or  to 
residues  on  crops  or  weeds.  They  may 
not  be  applied  or  allowed  to  drift  to 
weeds  in  bloom  on  which  significant 
numbers  of  bees  are  actively  foraging; 

13.  Permethrin  is  toxic  to  fish.  It  may 
not  be  applied  directly  to  water,  and 
drift  reduction  precautions  must  be 
observed.  It  may  not  be  applied  where 
excessive  runoff  is  likely  to  occur.  Care 
must  be  taken  to  prevent  contamination 
of  water  by  the  cleaning  of  equipment  or 
disposal  of  wastes  or  excess  pesticides; 

14.  Residues  of  permethrin  resulting 
from  the  above  application  are  not 
expected  to  exceed  0.05  ppm  in  or  on 
field  corn  grain  and  2  ppm  in  or  on  field 
com  forage  or  fodder.  Secondary 
residues  in  meat  and  milk  are  not 
expected  to  exceed  0.05  ppm. 
Commodities  which  do  not  exceed  the 
above  levels  may  enter  interstate 
compierce.  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services,  has  been 
advised  of  this  action; 

15.  All  applicable  directions, 
restrictions,  and  precautions  on  the 
EPA-registered  labels  are  to  be  adhered 
tot 

16.  The  Applicant  is  responsible  for 
ensuring  that  all  of  the  provisions  of  this 
specific  exemption  are  met  and  must 
submit  a  final  report  summarizing  the 
results  of  this  program  by  February  28, 
1981;  and 

17.  The  EPA  shall  be  immediately 
informed  of  any  adverse  effects 
resulting  from  use  of  permethrin  in 
connection  with  this  program. 

(Sec.  18,  as  amended  (92  Stat.  819;  7  U.S.C. 
136)1 

Dated:  September  16, 1980. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29205  Hied  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 

(OPP-180489;  FRL  1610-8] 

Ohio  Department  of  Agriculture; 
Issuance  of  Specific  Exemption  To 
Use  Acephate  To  Control  European 
Corn  Borer  on  Peppers 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  has  granted  a  specific 
exemption  to  the  Ohio  Department  of 
Agriculture  (hereafter  referred  to  as  the 
"Applicant”)  to  use  acephate  to  control 


the  European  com  borer  on  a  maximum 
of  100  acres  of  hot  peppers  in  Ohio.  The 
specific  exemption  is  issued  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act. 

date:  The  specific  exemption  expires  on 
September  20, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jack  E.  Housenger,  Registration  Division 
(TS-767),  Room:  E-107,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202-426-0223). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

According  to  the  Applicant,  the 
European  com  borer  [Ostrinia  nubilalis) 
is  the  insect  limiting  pepper  production 
in  Ohio.  Larvae  hatch  from  eggs,  which 
are  laid  during  the  time  that  the  pepper 
fruits  are  on  the  plant,  and  burrow  under 
the  stem  cap  or  into  the  side  of  the  fmit. 
Since  the  hot  pepper  processors  cannot 
sort  borer-infested  peppers  from  clean 
peppers,  any  shipment  received  with 
one  percent  or  greater  borer  infestation 
is  rejected  in  total.  Shipments  of  peppers 
which  cannot  be  sold  to  the  processors 
are  generally  considered  a  total  loss. 
According  to  the  Applicant,  the 
chemicals  registered  for  use  on-hot 
peppers  do  not  give  a  high  enoungh 
degree  of  efficacy  to  be  acceptable.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  20  percent  of 
the  hot  pepper  acreage  would  be  lost 
due  to  damage  caused  by  the  European 
corn  borers.  This  is  equivalent  to  a  crop 
value  of  $131,250.  The  use  of  acephate  is 
expected  to  save  about  95  percent  of  the' 
proposed  acreage. 

The  Applicant  proposed  to  make  five 
applications  of  acephate  at  a  rate  of  1.0 
pound  active  ingredient  per  acre  at  7-  to 
10-day  intervals  until  21  days  prior  to 
harvest.  A  maximum  of  2  additional 
applications  at  a  rate  of  0.5  pound  active 
ingredient  per  acre  would  be  made.  No 
application  will  be  made  within  seven 
days  of  harvest. 

Acephate  is  currently  registered  for 
use  on  bell  peppers,  and  permanent 
tolerances  have  been  established  for 
combined  residues  of  acephate  and  its 
metabolite  (methamidophos)  at  4  parts 
per  million  (ppm)  in  or  on  bell  peppers 
(of  which  no  more  than  1  ppm  is  the 
metabolite).  EPA  has  determined  that 
available  residue  data  indicated  that  the 
proposed  use  pattern  should  not  result 
in  residues  of  acephate  in  excess  of  this 
level  in  or  on  hot  peppers  provided  a  7- 
day  pre-harvest  interval  is  observed. 
This  level  has  been  judged  adequate  to 
protect  the  public  health.  No 
unreasonable  adverse  effects  to  man  or 
the  environment  are  expected  to  result 
from  the  proposed  use. 

After  reviewing  the  application  and 
other  available  information,  EPA  has 


determined  that  the  criteria  for  an 
exemption  have  been  met.  Accordingly, 
the  Applicant  has  been  granted  a 
specific  exemption  to  use  the  pesticide 
noted  above  until  September  20, 1980,  to 
the  extent  and  in  the  maimer  set  forth  in 
the  application.  The  specific  exemption 
is  also  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

1.  The  product  Orthene  75S  Soluble 
Powder,  EPA  Reg.  No.  239-2418,  will  be 
used.  If  an  unregistered  label  is  used  it 
must  contain  the  identical  applicable 
precautions  and  restrictions  which 
appear  on  the  registered  label; 

2.  Orthene  75S  will  be  applied  at  a 
rate  of  1.0  poimd  active  ingredient  per 
acre  at  7-  to  10-day  intervals.  A 
maximum  of  5  applications  may  be 
made  at  this  rate  until  21  days  of 
harvest.  A  maximiun  of  2  additional 
applications  may  be  made  at  a  rate  of 
0.5  pound  active  ingredient  per  acre; 

3.  No  applications  will  be  made  within 
7  days  of  harvest; 

4.  Applications  may  begin  when  the 
second  moth  flight  is  reported; 

5.  Applications  may  be  made  with 
ground  equipment  using  a  minimum  of 
25  gallons  and  a  maximum  of  150  gallons 
of  water  per  acre; 

6.  A  maximum  of  100  acres  may  be 
treated; 

7.  All  applicable  directions, 
restrictions,  and  precautions  on  the 
EPA-registered  product  label  must  be 
followed; 

8.  Acephate  is  highly  toxic  to  bees. 
Applications  made  during  bloom  should 
be  made  during  periods  of  low  bee 
activity; 

9.  Peppers  treated  in  accordance  with 
the  above  conditions  should  not  exceed 
combined  residue  levels  of  acephate  of  4 
ppm  and  methamidophos  (of  which  not 
more  than  1  ppm  is  methamidophos). 
Peppers  with  residues  that  do  not 
exceed  this  level  may  enter  interstate 
commerce.  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services,  has  been 
advised  of  this  action; 

10.  The  Applicant  is  responsible  for 
assuring  that  all  of  the  provisions  of  this 
specific  exemption  are  met  and  must 
submit  a  report  summarizing  the  results 
of  this  program  by  March  1, 1981.  The 
level  of  control  achieved  and  resulting 
yield  on  the  treated  acreage  should  be 
included  in  this  report  or  as  soon  as 
available;  and 

11.  The  EPA  shall  be  immediately 
informed  of  any  adverse  effects 
resulting  from  the  use  of  acephate  in 
connection  with  this  exemption. 

(Sec.  18,  as  amended  (92  Stat.  819;  7  U.S.C. 
136)) 
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Dated:  September  18, 1980. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

in?  Doc.  80-29206  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 

(OPP-180484,  FRL  1611-2] 

Washington  State  Department  of 
Agriculture;  Issuance  of  Specific 
Exemption  To  Use  Ethyl  Parathion  To 
Control  Aphids  on  Lentils 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action;  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  has  granted  a  specific 
exemption  to  the  Washington  State 
Department  of  Agriculture  (hereafter 
referred  to  as  the  “Applicant")  to  use 
ethyl  parathion  to  control  aphids  on 
60,000  acres  of  lentil  fields  in  Spokane 
and  Whitman  Counties,  Washington. 

The  specific  exemption  is  issued  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act. 

DATE:  The  specific  exemption  expires  on 
September  1, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Donald  J.  Rodier,  Registration 
Division  (TS-767),  Rm.  E-124,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401 M  Street,  S.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donald ).  Rodier  (202-426-0223). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
According  to  the  Applicant,  60,000  acres 
of  lentils  in  Spokane  and  Whitman 
Counties  in  Washington  require 
treatment  to  control  aphids.  Washington 
anticipates  losses  of  approximately 
$5,880,000  to  lentil  growers  without  an 
effective  control  program. 

According  to  the  Applicant, 
malathion,  the  only  ^A-registered 
pesticide  for  use  on  lentils,  has  provided 
only  marginal  or  ineffective  control  of 
aphid  pests.  Parathion,  which  has  been 
applied  to  lentils  under  specific 
exemptions  in  past  years,  has  proved 
satisfactory. 

The  Applicant  proposes  to  use  ethyl 
parathion  at  an  application  rate  of  one- 
half  pound  active  ingredient  (a.i.)  per 
acre  by  air  and  ground.  Application  of 
parathion  will  be  made  by  State- 
certiHed  applicators. 

The  currently  available  data  for  ethyl 
parathion,  emulsifiable  concentrate  (EC) 
formulations,  show  no  detectable 
residues  (less  than  0.2  part  per  million 
(ppm),  depending  on  the  crop  substrate) 
in^ny  crop  which  has  the  edible  portion 
of  the  plant  protected  hrom  direct 
application  of  the  pesticide  (such  as 
peas,  com,  and  soybeans).  Based  on 


these  data,  the  EPA  has  concluded  that 
the  residue  level  resulting  from  the 
proposed  use  in  not  likely  to  exceed  0.2 
ppm,  if  EC  formulations  are  used  and  a 
fourteen-day  pre-harvest  interval  is 
observed.  EPA  anticipates  no 
unreasonable  adverse  effect  on  the 
environment  from  the  proposed  use. 

After  reviewing  the  application  and 
other  available  information,  EPA 
determined  that  the  criteria  for  an 
exemption  have  been  met.  Accordingly, 
the  Applicant  has  been  granted  a 
specific  exemption  to  use  the  pesticide 
noted  above  until  September  1, 1980,  to 
the  extent  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  in 
the  application.  The  specific  exemption 
is  also  subject  to  the  following 
conditions; 

1.  A  parathion  EC  formulation 
containing  four  or  eight  pounds  a.i.  per 
gallon  may  be  used.  Only  registered 
formulations  cleared  for  use  on  food 
crops  are  authorized: 

2.  Ethyl  parathion  will  be  applied  at  a 
rate  of  one-half  pound  a.i.  per  acre.  A 
maximum  of  two  applications  may  be 
made; 

3.  A  maximum  of  60,000  acres  in  the 
counties  named  above  may  be  treated; 

4.  A  maximum  of  60,000  pounds  a.i. 
may  be  applied; 

5.  Applications  will  be  made  with 
ground  or  air  equipment: 

6.  All  applications  will  be  made  by 
State-certified  applicators.  Washington 
State  University  extension  agents  will 
provide  instructions  pertaining  to  rates 
and  procedures; 

7.  Application  will  not  be  made  within 
fourteen  days  of  harvest; 

8.  A  residue  level  of  0.2  ppm  parathion 
in  or  on  lentils  has  been  judged 
adequate  to  protect  the  public  health. 
The  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  has  been  advised  of  this 
action; 

9.  Lentil  forage  and  hay  which  were 
treated  with  ethyl  parathion  may  not  be 
used  for  food,  feed,  or  fodder.  Livestock 
may  not  graze  in  treated  lentil  fields; 

10.  The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  advised 
EPA  that  the  endangered  species,  the 
American  Peregrine  Falcon,  resides  in 
the  Washington  counties  where  ethyl 
parathion  will  be  applied.  Since  the 
American  Peregrine  Falcon  is  not  known 
to  feed  on  lentils  or  lentil  forage,  the 
proposed  use  poses  no  probable  threat 
to  this  endangered  species  or  its  habitat: 

11.  A  three-hundred  foot  buffer  zone 
will  be  maintained  around  bodies  of 
water  which  are  inhabited  by  fish  and/ 
or  waterfowl; 

12.  Every  precaution  shall  be  taken  to 
avoid  or  minimize  spray  drift  to  non¬ 
target  areas.  Applications  will  not  be 


made  when  wind  speed  exceeds  five 
miles  per  hour; 

13.  Ethyl  parathion  is  not  to  be  applied 
where  runoff  is  likely  to  occur; 

14.  Ethyl  parathion  is  not  to  be  applied 
where  economically  significant  numbers 
of  bees  are  actively  foraging: 

15.  Liaison  will  be  established 
between  the  Washington  State 
Departments  of  Agriculture  and 
Fisheries  and  Game  to  minimize  any 
adverse  effects  on  fish  and  wildlife 
resources: 

16.  All  applicable  directions, 
restrictions,  and  precautions  on  the 
product  label  are  to  be  followed: 

17.  The  EPA  is  to  be  immediately 
informed  of  any  adverse  effects 
resulting  from  the  use  of  this  pesticide  in 
connection  with  this  exemption;  and 

18.  The  Applicant  is  responsible  for 
assuring  that  all  of  the  provisions  of  this 
specific  exemption  are  met  and  must 
submit  a  final  report  summarizing  the 
action  taken  under  this  specific' 
exemption  and  the  benefits  derived  from 
it  by  February  15, 1981. 

(Sec.  18,  as  amended  (92  Stat.  819;  7  U.S.C. 
136)1 

Dated;  September  16, 1980. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs.  ‘ 

|FR  Doc.  80-29208  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6S60-01-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

[Docket:  FEMA-REP-8-CO-1] 

Colorado  Radiological  Emergency 
Plan 

AGENCY:  .Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Notice  of  receipt  of  plan. 

SUMMARY:  For  continued  operation  of 
nuclear  power  plants,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  requires 
approved  licensee  and  State  and  local 
governments'  radiological  emergency 
response  plans.  Since  FEMA  has  a 
responsibility  for  reviewing  the  State 
and  local  government  plans,  the  state  of 
Colorado  has  submitted  its  radiological 
emergency  plans  to  the  FEMA  Region 
VIII  OfHce  for  review.  These  plans 
include  the  Weld  County  Plan,  the 
county  in  which  the  Fort  St.  Vrain 
Nuclear  Power  Plant  is  located,  and  the 
State  Division  of  Disaster  Services  Plan. 
DATES:  Plans  Received:  June  12, 1980.. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Richard  I.  Gonzalez,  Regional 
Director.  FEMA  Region  VIII,  Building 
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710,  Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver, 
Colorado  80225,  (303)  234-2553. 

NOTICE:  In  support  of  the  Federal 
requirement  for  emergency  response 
plans,  FEMA  has  proposed  a  Rule 
describing  its  procedures  for  review  and 
approval  of  State  and  local 
governments’  radiological  emergency 
response  plans.  Pursuant  to  this 
proposed  FEMA  Rule  (44  CFR  Part 
350.8),  “Review  and  Approval  of  State 
Radiological  Emergency  Plans  and 
Preparedness,”  45  FR  42341,  the  State 
Radiological  Emergency  Plan  for  the 
State  of  Colorado  was  received  by  the 
Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  Region  VIII  Office. 

Included  for  review  was  the  Weld 
County  Plan  which  is  wholly  within  the 
plume  exposure  pathway  emergency 
planning  zone  of  the  Fort  St.  Vrain  ’ 
Nuclear  Plant. 

Copies  of  the  Plans  are  available  for 
review  at  the  FEMA  Region  VIII  Office, 
or  they  will  be  made  available  upon 
request  in  accordance  with  the  fee 
schedule  for  FEMA  Freedom  of 
Information  act  requests,  as  set  out  in 
Subpart  C  of  44  CFR  Part  5.  There  are 
361  pages  in  the  Weld  County  document, 
and  662  pages  in  the  State  Division  of 
Disaster  Services  document; 
reproduction  fees  are  $.10  a  page 
payable  with  request  for  copy. 

Dated;  September  10, 1980. 

Richard  I.  Gonzalez, 

Regional  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29139  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-01-M 


[FEMA-631-DR] 

Michigan;  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  is  a  Notice  for  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  a  major 
disaster  for  the  State  of  Michigan 
(FEMA-631-DR),  dated  September  8, 
1980,  and  related  determinations. 
dated:  September  8, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sewall  H.  E.  Johnson,  Disaster  Response 
and  Recovery,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20472  (202)  634-7848. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  by  the  President 
under  Executive  Order  12148  effective 
July  15, 1979,  and  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Director  under  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  Delegation  of 
Authority,  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of 


May  22, 1974,  entitled  “Disaster  Relief 
Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143);  notice  is 
hereby  given  that,  in  a  letter  of 
September  8, 1980,  the  President 
declared  a  major  disaster  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Michigan 
resulting  from  severe  thunderstorms  and  high 
winds  during  the  period  July  15  through  July 
20, 1980,  is  of  sufficient  severity  and 
magnitude  to  warrant  a  major-disaster 
declaration  for  public  assistance  under  Pub. 

L.  93-288. 1  therefore  declare  that  such  a 
major  disaster  exists  in  the  State  of  Michigan. 

In  order  to  provide  Federal  assistance  you 
are  hereby  authorized  to  allocate  from  funds 
available  for  these  purposes,  such  amounts 
as  you  find  necessary  for  Federal  disaster 
assistance  and  administrative  expenses. 
Consistent  with  the  requirement  that  Federal 
assistance  be  supplemental,  the  Federal 
Government  will  provide  75  percent  of  all 
eligible  public  assistance  under  Pub.  L.  93- 
288  in  designated  areas. 

The  time  period  prescribed  for  the 
implementation  of  Section  313(a), 

Priority  to  Certain  Applications  for 
Public  Facility  and  Phblic  Housing 
assistance,  shall  be  for  a  period  not  to 
exceed  six  months  after  the  date  of  this 
declaration. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Director  of 
Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  under  Executive  Order  12148, 
and  delegated  to  me  by  the  Director 
under  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  Delegation  of  Authority,  I 
hereby  appoint  Mr.  Gary  K.  Pierson  of 
the  Federal.  Emergency  Management 
Agency  to  act  as  the  Federal 
Coordinating  Officer  for  this  declared 
major  disaster. ' 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  the  State  of  Michigan  to  have 
been  affected  adversely  by  this  declared 
major  disaster. 

The  following  counties  for  Public 
Assistance  only: 

Allegan,  Berrien,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Jackson, 

Ottawa,  St.  Joseph,  Van  Buren, 

Washtenaw,  Wayne. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
83.300,  Disaster  Assistance) 

William  H.  Wilcox, 

Associate  Director,  Disaster  Response  and 
Recovery,  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29137  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  671S-02-M 


[FEMA-630-DR] 

Ohio;  Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major 
Disaster  Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice. 


summary:  This  Notice  Amends  the 
Notice  of  a  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 
of  Ohio  (FEMA-630-DR),  Dated  August 
23, 1980,  and  Related  Determinations. 
DATED:  September  4, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 
Sewall  H.  E.  Johnson,  Disaster  Response 
and  Recovery,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20472  (202)  634-7848. 

NOTICE:  The  notice  of  a  major  disaster 
for  the  State  of  Ohio  dated  August  23, 
1980,  is  hereby  amended  to  include  the 
following  areas  among  those  areas 
determined  to  have  been  adversely 
affected  by  the  catastrophe  declared  a 
major  disaster  by  the  President  in  his 
declaration  of  August  23, 1980. 

The  Following  Counties  for  Public 
Assistance  only: 

Monroe  Noble 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
83.300,  Disaster  Assistance) 

William  H.  Wilcox, 

Associate  Director,  Disaster  Response  and 
Recovery,  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29138  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  (im) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-02-M 


[Docket  No.  FEMA-4-TN-1] 

The  Tennessee  Multljurlsdictional 
Radiological  Emergency  Response 
Plan  for  Tennessee  Valley  Authority’s 
Sequoyah  Nuclear  Power  Facility; 
Certification  of  FEMA  Findings  and 
Determination 

In  accordance  with  the  FEMA  rule,  44 
CFR  Part  350  (proposed),  on  Jime  20, 

1980,  the  State  of  Tennessee  submitted 
its  plan  to  the  Director  of  FEMA  Region 
rV  for  review  and  approval.  The 
Regional  Director  has  forwarded  his 
statement  of  findings  and  determination 
to  the  Associate  Director  for  Plans  and 
Preparedness  on  the  subject  plan  and 
the  associated  facility,  dated  August  4, 
1980,  in  accordance  with  §  350.12  of  the 
proposed  rule.  Included  in  these  findings 
and  determination  is  an  evaluation  of 
the  State  plan  and  the  associated  local 
plans  for  the  Sequoyah  facility,  an 
evaluation  of  the  exercise  conducted  on 
Jtme  16-17, 1980,  at  the  Sequoyah 
facility  in  accordance  with  §  350.9  of  the 
proposed  rule,  and  a  report  of  the  public 
meeting  held  on  June  10, 1980,  to  explain 
the  site  specific  aspects  of  the  State  and 
local  plan  in  accordance  with  §  350.10  of 
the  proposed  rule. 

Based  on  this  statement  and  the 
review  of  FEMA  headquarters  staff,  the 
Associate  Director  finds  and  determines 
that  subject  to  the  conditions  stated 
below  the  State  plans  and  preparedness 
including  the  local  plans  and 
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preparedness  for  the  Sequoyah  facility 
are  adequate  to  protect  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public  living  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Sequoyah  facility  by  providing 
reasonable  assurance  that  appropriate 
protective  measures  can  and  will  be 
taken  off-site  in  the  event  of  a 
radiological  emergency  and  are  capable 
of  being  implemented.  The  Associate 
Director  further  Hnds  and  determines 
with  respect  to  the  joint  criteria 
NUREG-0654/FEMA-REP-1  that: 

(a)  The  public  alerting  and  notificaiton 
system  does  not  meet  the  requirements 
of  Appendix  3,  and 

(bj  Certain  weaknesses  were  noted 
during  the  exercise  for  which  the  State 
has  scheduled  corrective  action. 

Therefore,  the  Associate  Director 
approves  the  State  plan  and  associated 
local  plans  for  Sequoyah  facility  subject 
to  conditions  that: 

(a)  By  July  1, 1981,  the  public  alerting 
and  notification  system  meets  FEMA/ 
NRC  criteria  and; 

(b) That  the  deHciencies  detailed  in  the 
State  findings  are  adequately  resolved 
in  accordance  with  the  State  schedule 
submitted  to  the  Regional  Director  on 
August  1. 1980. 

FEMA  will  continue  to  review  the 
status  of  preparedness  of  the  State  and 
the  local  jurisdictions  associated  with 
Sequoyah  facility  in  accordance  with 
§  350.13  of  the  proposed  rule. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  refer  to  the  FEMA  docket  file 
maintained  by  the  Reginal  Director  at 
1375  Peachtree  street,  N.E.,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30309. 

Dated:  August  7, 1980. 

For  the  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency. 

Frank  A.  Camm, 

Associate  Director  for  Plans  and 
Preparedness. 

|FR  Doc.  M>-2<I197  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  67ia-02-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Agreement  No.  T-3920] 

Availability  of  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact 

Upon  completion  of  an  environmental 
assessment,  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission’s  Office  of  Environmental 
Analysis  (OEA)  has  determined  that  the 
environmental  issues  relative  to  the 
referenced  agreement  do  not  constitute 
a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  §  4321  et  seq. 
and  that  preparation  of  an 


environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
required  under  section  4332(2](c)  of 
NEPA. 

Agreement  No.  T-3920  is  intended  to 
replace  Agreement  No.  T-3420  which 
will  terminate  and  be  superseded  by  T- 
3920  upon  its  approval.  Agreement  No. 
T-3920  between  the  Port  of  Oakland 
(Oakland)  and  Marine  Terminals 
Corporation  (Terminals]  provides  for  the 
two-year,  nonexclusive  preferential 
assignment  (with  year  to  year  renewal 
options]  to  'Terminals  of  certain 
premises  in  the  “Port  Area”  of  Oakland, 
California,  for  the  purpose  of  docking 
and  mooring  of  vessels,  for  the  loading, 
unloading  receipt,  handling,  storage, 
transporting  and  delivery  of  cargo  and 
for  uses  incidental  thereto.  As 
compensation,  Terminals  will  pay 
Oakland  85  per  cent  of  revenue  from 
dockage,  wharfage,  demurrage  and 
storage;  however.  Terminals  will  pay  90 
per  cent  of  revenue  received  on  military 
cargo  when  Terminals  does  not  perform 
service  and  obtains  revenue  from  the 
service  and  facilities  charges.  Terminals 
guarantees  that  Oakland  shall  receive  a 
minimum  of  $650,000.00  per  annum 
during  the  term  of  this  agreement. 
Terminals  will  either  file  a  tariff  with 
Oakland,  subject  to  Oakland's  review 
and  control,  or  may  elect  to  use  and  be 
bound  by  Oakland's  tarifi. 

The  Commission’s  final  resolution  of 
Agreement  No.  T-3920  will  cause  no 
significant  adverse  environmental 
effects  in  excess  of  those  created  by 
existing  uses. 

The  environmental  assessment  is 
available  for  inspection  on  request  from 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Room  11101, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20573,  telephone  (202] 
523-5725.  Interested  parties  may 
comment  on  the  environmental 
assessment  on  or  before  October  8, 1980. 
Such  comments  are  to  filed  with  the 
Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  29573.  If  a  party  fails 
to  comment  wHhin  this  period,  it  will  be 
presumed  that  the  party  has  no 
comment  to  make. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  8(1-29246  Filed  9/19/80: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6730-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Pawnee  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Pawnee  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Lamed, 
Kansas,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  section  3(a](l]  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 


1842(a](l]]  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
National  Bank  and  Tmst  Company  in 
Lamed,  Lamed,  Kansas.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c] 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c]].  Notice  is 
given  elsewhere  of  a  related  application 
by  Pawnee  Bancshares,  Inc.,  to  engage 
in  certain  insurance  agency  activities. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boand  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  15, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  15, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29190  FUed  9-19-80;  8:4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Pawnee  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Proposed 
Acquisition  of  Lanbank,  Inc. 

Pawnee  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Lamed, 
Kansas,  has  applied,  pursuant  to  section 
4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  company  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of 
the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.4(b)(2]),  for  permission  to  acquire 
voting  shares  of  Lanbank,  Inc.,  Lamed 
Kansas. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  general 
insurance  agency  activities  in  a  town 
having  a  population  less  than  5,000. 
These  activities  would  be  performed 
from  offices  of  Applicant’s  proposed 
subsidiary  bank  in  Lamed,  Kansas,  and 
the  geographic  areas  to  be  served  are 
Pawnee  County,  Kansas,  and  to  a 
limited  extent  surrounding  counties  and 
southwest  Kansas.  Such  activities  have 
been  specified  by  the  Board  in  §  225.4(a) 
of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies,  subject  to  Board 
approval  of  individual  proposals  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
§  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
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possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request' for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Notice  is  given  elsewhere  of  a 
related  application  by  the  same 
company  to  acquire  voting  shares  of 
First  National  Bank  and  Trust  Company 
in  Lamed,  Lamed,  Kansas. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  October  15, 1980. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  15, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29189  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Center  for  Disease  Control 

Immunization  Practices  Advisory 
Committee;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-493),  the  Center  for  Disease 
Control  announces  the  following 
Committee  meeting: 

Name:  Immunization  Practices  Advisory 
Committee  (ACIP) 

Dates;  October  15-16, 1980 
Place:  Room  207,  Building  1,  Center  for 
Disease  Control,  1600  Clifton  Road,  NE., 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30333 
Time:  8:30  a.m. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Open 
Contact  Person:  J.  Donald  Millar,  M.D., 
Executive  Secretary  of  Committee,  Building 
1,  Room  2047,  Center  for  Disease  Control, 
1600  Clifton  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30333.  Telephones:  FTS:  236-3751 
Commercial:  404/329-3751 
Purpose:  The  Committee  is  charged  with 
advising  on  the  appropriate  uses  of 
immunizing  agents. 

Agenda:  The  Committee  will  review  and 
revise  immunization  recommenda'tions  on 
rubella;  receive  updates  on  measles  and 
influenza;  hear  reports  of  meetings 
attended  by  representatives  of  ACIP; 


finalize  the  revision  on  Immune  Globulins 
for  Protection  Against  Viral  Hepatitis;  and 
other  matters  of  interest  to  the  Committee. 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  for 
observation  and  participation,  a  roster 
of  members  and  other  relevant 
information  regarding  the  meeting  may 
be  obtained  from  the  contact  person 
listed  above. 

Dated:  September  15, 1980. 

William  C.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Director,  Center  for  Disease  Control. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29920  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-86-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Meeting  of  the  Secretary’s  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Rights  and 
Responsibilities  of  Women 

The  Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of 
Women,  which  is  established  to  provide 
advice  to  the  Secretary  of  Health  and 
Human  Services  on  the  impact  of  the 
policies,  programs  and  activities  of  the 
Department  on  the  status  of  women  will 
meet  on  Thursday,  Ocotober  1, 1980, 
from  10:00  A.M,  to  5:00  P.M.,  and  on 
Friday,  October  2, 1980,  from  9:30  A.M. 
to  3:30  P.M.  in  Room  303-A,  Hubert 
Humphrey  Building,  200  Independence 
Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  The 
agenda  will  include  mid-life  briefing  and 
other  issues  in  women’s  health. 

Further  information  on  the  Committee 
may  be  obtained  from:  Cheryl 
Yamamoto,  Executive  Secretary, 
telephone:  202-245-8454.  This  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public. 

Dated:  August  27, 1980. 

Cheryl  Yamamoto, 

Executive  Secretary,  Secretary’s  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Rights  and  Responsibilities 
of  Women. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29232  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-12-M 


Public  Health  Service 

Community  Health  Centers  Under 
Section  330  of  the  Public  Heaith 
Service  Act;  Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  August 
11, 1980  the  Secretary  of  Health  and 
Human  Services  delegated  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health,  with 
authority  to  redelegate,  all  of  the 
authorities  vested  in  the  Secretary  under 
section  330  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act  (40  U.S.C.  254c),  as  amended, 
concerning  Community  Health  Centers, 


excludinjg  the  authority  to  issue 
regulations. 

Previous  delegations  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Heaith  of  authorities  under 
section  330  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act  have  been  superseded.  Provision 
has  been  made  for  previous  delelgations 
and  redelegations  of  authority  under 
section  330  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act  to  other  officials  in  the  Public 
Health  Service  which  are  consistent 
with  the  above  delegation  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  to 
continue  in  effect,  pending  further 
redelegation. 

Dated;  August  18, 1980. 

Frederick  M.  Bohen, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Management  and 
Budget. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29231  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-84-M 


Program  To  Deter  Smoking  and  Use  of 
Alcoholic  Beverages  Among  Children 
and  Adolescents;  Delegation  of 
Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Secretary  of  Health  and  Human  Services 
has  delegated  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health,  with  authority  to  redelegate, 
all  of  the  authorities  vested  in  the 
Secretary  under  section  402  of  the 
Health  Services  and  Centers 
Amendments  of  1978,  Pub.  L  95-626  (42 
use  247b-2)  regarding  a  comprehensive 
program  designed  to  deter  smoking  and 
the  use  of  alcoholic  beverages  among 
children  and  adolescents,  excluding  the 
authority  to  promulgate  regulations  and 
to  submit  reports  to  the  President  and 
the  Congress. 

The  above  delegation  became  effective 
August  11, 1980. 

Dated:  August  18, 1980. 

Frederick  M.  Bohen,  ^ 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Management  and 
Budget. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29230  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-86-M 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
Statement  of  Organization,  Functions, 
and  Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  H,  Chapter  HF  (Food  and  Drug 
Administration)  of  the  Statement  of 
Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority  for  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  (35  FR  3685-92,  dated  February 
25, 1970,  as  amended  in  the  pertinent 
part  at  39  FR  18704,  May  29, 1974)  is 
amended  by  revising  the  functional 
statements  for  the  Held  organization 
within  the  Food  and  Drug 
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Administration  (FDA)  and  reissuing  a 
list  of  FDA’s  permanent  offices. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
provide  a  concise  presentation  of 
activities  carried  out  by  FDA’s  field 
organization  and  to  clearly  document 
the  relationship  of  this  Held  organization 
to  the  Executive  Director  of  Regional 
Operations.  This  is  accomplished  by  (1) 
combining  and  summarizing  the 
statements  contained  in  paragraph  (y) 
Office  of  the  Regional  Food  and  Drug 
Director,  and  paragraph  (z),  Field 
Organization;  and  (2)  reissuing  the 
statements  in  a  new  paragraph  (x-6) 
under  paragraph  (x).  Executive  Director 
of  Regional  Operations.  This 
amendment  also  provides  for  an  update 
of  Exhibit  HF-1  to  reflect  current 
addresses  of  FDA’s  permanent  offices. 

Section  HF-B,  Organization  and 
Functions,  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Delete  in  their  entirety  paragraphs 
(y).  Office  of  the  Regional  Food  and 
Drug  Director,  and  (z).  Field 
Organization,  including  subparagraphs 
(z-1)  through  (z-8). 

2.  Insert  under  paragraph  (x). 

Executive  Director  of  Regional 
Operations,  and  after  its  subparagraph 
(x-5)  a  new  subparagraph  (x-6).  reading 
as  follows: 

(x-6)  Regional  Field  Offices  (HFR1~ 
HRFX)  An  FDA  Regional  Field  Office  is 
the  primary  organizational  component 
for  each  of  ten  regions  and  is  organized 
into  one  or  more  district  offices, 
divisions,  and/or  specialized  centers.  A 
Regional  Field  Office  is  under  the 
direction  of  a  Regional  Food  and  Drug 
Director  who  is  the  primary  executive  of 
the  Agency  within  the  region  and  is 
directly  accountable  to  the  Executive 
Director  of  Regional  Operations.  The 
Regional  Food  and  Drug  Director  is 
responsible  for  the  effective 
implementation  of  all  activities  required 
to  assure  that  regulated  establishments 
within  the  region  comply  with  laws  and 
regulations  enforced  by  FDA. 

Within  FDA  Regional  Field  Offices, 
functions  performed  are  as  follows: 

Provides  managerial  direction  to  the 
agency  field  program  in  order  to  enforce 
the  laws  and  regulations  for  which  FDA 
is  responsible. 

Manages  resource  allocations,  money, 
and  people  and  evaluates  use  of  the 
resources  to  assure  program 
acomplishments. 

Manages  a  field  management 
information  system. 

Coordinates  FDA  activities  with 
related  operations  of  the  PHS  Regional 
Health  Administrator  and  the 
Department’s  Principal  Regional 
Official. 

Develops  and  maintains  cooperative 
relationships  with  State,  local,  and  other 


Federal  agencies;  serves  on  interagency 
councils;  encourages  improved  State 
and  local  consumer  protection  programs 
pertinent  to  FDA-enforced  laws  and 
regulations. 

Assists  state  and  local  cooperative 
officials  in  the  development  of  uniform 
legislation,  codes,  and  regulations. 

,  Represents  FDA.  or  provides  policy 
and  direction  for  FDA  representation,  in 
dealing  with  public  and  private 
organizations,  such  as  governmental 
agencies,  volunteer  agencies, 
educational  institutions,  industry  and 
professional  associations,  and  the  local 
media  within  the  region. 

Manages  and  evaluates  program 
activities;  measures  accomplishments 
against  annual  field  workplan 
objectives;  initiates  management  and 
program  analyses;  manages  a  Quality 
Assurance  Program;  and  advises  the 
Executive  Director  of  Regional 
Operations  regarding  strategy  changes 
needed  to  reach  existing  or  modified 
objectives. 

Advises  the  Executive  Director  of 
Regional  Operations  and  appropriate 
headquarters  components  on  new  or 
emerging  problems  and  trends,  future 
program  needs  and  priorities;  State 
legislative  activities;  manpower, 
equipment,  financial  needs,  and  FDA's 
long-range  planning. 

Coordinates  FDA  emergency  activities 
by  maintaining  liaison  with  the  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health,  other 
Department  components,  and  other 
Federal  departments  and  agencies  and 
by  providing  assistance  to  States  and 
localities  in  the  event  of  a  national 
disaster  or  other  emergency. 

Advises  and  certifies  State  personnel; 
and  monitors  and  evaluates  State 
programs  in  milk,  shellfish  and  food 
service  sanitation,  and  radiation  safety. 

Obtains  compliance  with  the  laws  and 
regulations  enforced  by  FDA,  and 
initiates  and  conducts  educational  and 
voluntary  compliance  programs. 

Conducts  investigations  and 
inspections,  and  analyzes  samples  of 
foods,  drugs,  and  other  commodities  for 
which  FDA  has  regulatory 
responsibility. 

Conducts  administrative  hearings  on 
alleged  violations,  and  initiates 
appropriate  enforcement  action. 

Recommends  legal  action  to  the  FDA 
headquarters,  to  the  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  or  to  the  responsible 
U.S.  attorney  (when  such  direct 
reference  is  authorized),  and  assists  in 
implementing  approved  action. 

Detains  medical  devices  and  meat, 
poultry,  or  egg  products  that  may  be 
violative. 
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Monitors  recalls  and  performs 
followup  activities  to  assess  recall 
effectiveness  and  prevent  recurrences. 

Provides  analytical  and  inspectional 
support  to  programs  for  which  FDA  has 
responsibility. 

Conducts  research  to  develop  and 
refine  analytical  methodology  and  to 
explore  new  systems  of  analysis: 
maintains  liaison  with  scientists  and 
scientific  bodies  with  interests  pertinent 
to  laboratory  activities. 

Manages,  evaluates,  and  audits  the 
program  aspects  of  Federal-State 
contracts. 


Manages  an  equal  employment 
opportunity  and  career  development  and 
training  program. 

Conducts  consumer  affairs  and 
information  programs. 

Provides  formal  mechanisms  for 
receiving  consumer  input  into  agency 
planning  and  priority  setting  systems. 

Directs  a  Freedom  of  Information 
program  consistent  with  agency  policy. 

3.  Delete  Exhibit  HF-1,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration — Permanent  Offices, 
and  substitute  the  following  exhibit: 


EXHIBIT  \W~\—Food  and  Drug  Administration— Permanent  Offices 


State 

City 

Type  of  oftice 

Address 

Zip  code 

72079 

Toxicological  Research. 

1521  West  Pico  Blvd . 

90015 

San  Francisco . 

....  Field/Oistrict  Office . 

50  Fullon  St.,  Room  518 . 

94102 

721  19th  St.,  Room  500 . 

80202 

32802 

Georgia . - . 

Atlanta . 

.  Field/Districf  Office . 

880  West  Peachtree  St.,  NW . 

30309 

Atlanta  Laboratory  Division . 

. do . 

175  West  Jackson  Blvd.,  Room 
A-1945. 

433  West  Van  Buren  St..  Room 
1222. 

30309 

60604 

District  Office . 

60607 

70122 

21201 

Rockville . 

.  Headquarters . 

5600  Fishers  Lane . 

20857 

02109 

01890 

Analytical  Center. 

48207 

Minnesota . .  . 

Minneapolis . 

.  District  Office  and  Minneapolis 

240  Hennepin  Ave . 

55401 

Missouri . . . 

Kansas  City . 

Center  for  Microbiological 
Investigations. 

.  Field/District  Office . 

1009  Cherry  St . _.... 

64106 

1114  Market  St . 

63101 

t 

Analysis. 

07018 

11232 

14202 

Ohio . . . 

Cincinnati . 

.  District  Office  and  Cincinnati 

1141  Central  Parkway . 

45202 

Pennsylvania . . . 

Philadelphia . 

Research  Laboratories. 

.  Field/Oistrict  Office . . . 

1090  Tusculum  Ave . 

Second  and  Chestnut  Streets. 

45226 

19106 

Room  1204, 

.  P.O.  Box  S-4427,  Room  107 . 

00905 

P.O.  &  Courthouse  Bldg . . . 

297  Plus  Park  Blvd . 

37217 

75204 

98174 

Dated:  September  3, 1980. 
Patricia  Roberts  Harris, 
Secretary. 
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Proposed  Organization  and  Staffing  Data 


Legend 

P*Professional 

S*Support 


Present 
P=  1717 
S»  982 
T»2699 


Proposed 
P»1717 
S«  982 
T-2699 
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Primary  Care  Research  and 
Demonstration  Projects  Under  Section 
340  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act; 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Secretary  of  Health  and  Human  Services 
has  delegated  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health,  with  authority  to  redelegate, 
all  of  the  authorities  vested  in  the 
Secretary  under  section  340  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  256],  as 
amended,  regarding  Primary  Care 
Research  and  Demonstration  Projects, 
excluding  the  authorities  to  issue 
regulations  and  submit  reports  to 
Congress. 

This  delegation  is  subject  to  the 
provision  of  (1)  section  340(c)(1)  which 
states  that  a  grant  or  contract  cannot  be 
made  under  section  340  for  a  project  if 
the  project  can  be  carried  out  under  the 
authority  of  any  other  provision  (other 
than  section  301,  304,  or  305)  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act;  and  (2) 
section  340(g)(4)  which  provides  for  the 
continuation  of  those  demonstration 
projects  funded  under  section  1110  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  during  the  fiscal 
year  ending  September  30, 1978,  but  only 
if  such  projects  cannot  be  carried  out 
under  the  authority  of  any  other 
provision  (other  than  section  301,  304,  or 
305)  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act. 

The  above  delegation  was  effective  on 
August  11, 1980. 

Dated:  August  18, 1080. 

Frederick  M.  Bohen, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Management  and 
Budget. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29229  Filed  9-18-80;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Minnesota;  Land  Use  Planning 

The  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM), 
announces  that  a  management  plan  is 
now  being  prepared  for  public  lands, 
islands  and  Federal  mineral  ownership 
under  its  jurisdiction  in  the  State  of 
Minnesota. 

The  Planning  Process  > 

The  BLM  land  use  planning  process 
involves  these  basic  steps: 

(1)  Unit  Resource  Analysis,  a 
comprehensive  inventory  of  public  lands 
and  their  related  resources:  analysis  of 
their  uses,  condition  and  potential:  and 
management,  transfer  or  disposal 
opportunities. 

(2)  Management  Framework  Plan, 
which  has  three  basic  elements:  (a) 


establishement  on-the-ground  objectives 
and  action  reconunendations  for 
individual  resource  uses:  (b)  an  analysis 
of  conflicts  between  uses:  and  (c) 
development  of  land  use  decisions. 

All  planning  information  is  recorded 
in  narratives  and  on  maps  by  members 
of  an  interdisciplinary  team  of  resource 
specialists.  Public  input  and  review  is 
invited  throughout  the  planning  process. 

Geographic  Area  of  Plan 

The  plan  covers  the  entire  State  of 
Minnesota  as  on  planning  unit.  It 
encompasses  45,343.67  acres  of  public 
lands,  including  1,171  islands  located  in 
71  of  the  87  counties  in  the  State:  and 
nearly  three  million  acres  of  Federal 
Mineral  Ownership  (FMO)  under  other 
public  or  private  surface  ownership  in 
the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Anticipated  Issues 

Several  issues  are  anticipated  on 
which  public  comment  would  be 
beneficial.  One  issue  is  to  determine 
whether  opportunities  exist  for  certain 
lands  presently  under  BLM  jurisdiction 
to  be  transferred  to  other  Federal,  State, 
or  local  government  agencies,  non-profit 
organizations  or  sold  to  private  parties: 
and/or  retain  the  lands  in  BLM 
jurisdiction  and  manage  them  according 
to  multiple  use  management  principles. 
Also,  public  concerns  involving  granting 
of  Federal  rights-of-way,  special  needs 
to  manage  and  to  protect  areas  of 
critical  environmental  concern,  impact 
of  wild  and  scenic  river  designations, 
protection  of  the  eastern  timber  wolf, 
the  use  of  peat  as  an  energy  resource, 
possible  development  of  copper-nickel 
deposits,  and  the  need  for  more 
sofiwood  timber  are  all  issues  that  are 
being  considered  in  the  development  of 
BLM  land  management  plans.  - 

Planning  Team 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  has 
a  planning  team  located  at  Duluth, 
Minnesota,  which  includes  a  planning 
specialist,  geologist,  forester,  wildlife 
biologist,  realty  specialist,  recreation 
planner,  and  administrative  personnel. 
An  archaeologist,  hydrologist  and  other 
resource  specialists  provide  additional 
support  from  BLM’s  Eastern  States 
Office,  which  has  jurisdiction  over  BLM 
programs  in  Minnesota  and  30  other 
eastern  states. 

Public  Participation  Plan 

A  comprehensive  public  participation 
plan,  covering  the  period  August  1, 1979 
through  March  31, 1981,  has  been 
prepared.  It  outlines  a  strategy  for  five 
phases  of  public  involvement 
coordinated  with  the  planning  steps. 
The  plan  is  flexible  to  accommodate  the 


unique  stiuations  caused  by  the  widely 
scattered  nature  of  BLM’s  ownership 
pattern  and  affected  publics.  It  generally 
follows  a  “grass  roots”  approach,  using 
localized  an  one-to-one  contacts  and 
extensive  mailings,  as  well  as  continual 
coordination  with  local.  State  and  other 
Federal  agencies. 

Public  Meetings 

Official  Federal  Register  notices  and 
news  releases  will  announce  public 
workshops  and  a  60-day  public  review 
period  on  initial  planning 
recommendations  in  the  Fall  of  1980. 
Additional  briefings  and  group 
discussions  will  be  scheduled  to  assure 
the  full  representation  of  interested  and 
affected  publics  throughout  Minnesota. 
Another  30-day  comment  period  will 
follow  announcement  of  the  proposed 
Management  Framework  Plan  decision 
scheduled  for  December.  A  decision  on 
the  Minnesota  Plan  will  be  made  by  the 
Eastern  States  director  after  review  of 
input  and  recommendations  and  will  be 
announced  in  early  1981.  Complete 
records  of  all  public  participation  will  be 
available  for  public  review  at  all  times 
throughout  the  land  use  planning 
process. 

Additional  Information 

For  information  about  BLM  land  use 
planning  in  Minnesota — to  review 
planning  maps  and  narratives,  to  obtain 
copies  of  the  public  participation  plan, 
maps  or  other  information:  or  to  offer 
data  or  assistance,  contact  jerome 
Heinz,  Manager,  Lake  States  Office. 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  125 
Federal  Building,  Duluth,  Minnesota 
55802,  telephone  (218)  727-6692,  Ext.  378 
(FTS  783-9378). 

Roger  L  Hildebeidel, 

Eastern  States  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  80-28998  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 
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Kodiak,  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
(Tentative  Sale  No.  61);  Call  for 
Nominations  of  and  Comments  on 
Areas  for  Oil  and  Gas  Leasing 

Purpose  of  Call 

Section  102  of  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978 
describes  the  purposes  of  that  Act.  One 
of  the  purposes  is  to  establish  policies 
and  procedures  intended  to  expedite 
exploration  and  development  of  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  (OCS)  in  order 
to  achieve  national  economic  and 
energy  policy  goals,  assure  national 
security,  reduce  dependence  on  foreign 
sources,  and  maintain  a  favorable 
balance  of  payments  in  world  trade. 
Equally  important  purposes  include 
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balancing  energy  resources  development 
with  the  protection  of  the  human, 
marine,  and  coastal  environments,  as 
well  as  assuring  State  and  local 
governments  the  opportunity  to  review 
and  comment  on  decisions  relating  to 
OCS  activities.  To  assist  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  in  carrying  out  these 
purposes,  and  pursuant  to  43  CFR  3313.1. 
nominations  are  hereby  requested  for 
areas  on  the  Kodiak  shelf  for  possible 
oil  and  gas  leasing  under  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Lands  Act,  as 
amended  (43  U.S.C.  1331-1343).  The 
Secretary  is  also  requesting  comments 
on  the  possible  environmental  impacts 
and  potential  use  conflicts  in  specified 
areas. 

These  comments  will  be  part  of  an 
information  gathering  process  to 
assemble  current  information  on  local 
environmental  conditions  within  the  cal) 
area  so  that  other  impacts  besides  the 
realization  of  hydrocarbon  potential  can 
be  assessed. 

Description  of  the  Area 

‘  The  area  of  the  Call  for  Nominations 
and  Comments  for  the  Kodiak  area  lies 
in  the  western  Gulf  of  Alaska  between 
150*  and  155*20'  W.  longitude  meridian, 
excluding  Lower  Cook  Inlet  and  Shelikof 
Strait  (Sale  60).  The  area  extends 
seaw'ard  from  the  3-mile  Federal/State 
boundary  for  approximately  60  to  120 
miles  and  is  depicted  on  the  following 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  Official 
Protraction  Diagrams. 

OCS  OfTicial  Protraction  Diagrams 

1.  NO  5-2:  Seldovia 

2.  NO  5-4:  Afognak 

3.  NO.  5-5:  Karluk 

4.  NO  5-6:  Kodiak 

5.  NO  5-7:  Trinity  Islands 

6.  NO  5-8:  Albatross  Bank 

Official  protraction  diagrams  may  be 
purchased  for  $2.00  each  from  the 
Manager,  Alaska  OCS  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  1159, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99510.  The  street 
address  is  620  East  10th  Avenue, 
Anchorage,  Alaska.  In  accordance  with 
Title  43,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
these  protraction  diagrams  are  the  basic 
record  for  the  description  of  mineral  and 
oil  and  gas  lease  offers  in  the  geographic 
area  they  represent. 

Nominations  will  be  considered  for 
any  or  all  of  that  part  of  the  following 
blocks  located  in  the  OCS  mapped  areas 
listed  below. 

1.  NO  5-2,  Seldovia:  Beginning  at  the 
northwest  comer  of  block  805,  thence 
southward  to  the  southwest  comer  of 
block  1025,  intersecting  with  the  3 
geographical  mile  line,  thence 
southeasterly  along  the  3  geographical 
mile  line  to  the  intersection  with  the 


southern  boundary  of  block  1025,  thence 
eastward  to  the  southeast  comer  of 
block  1048,  thence  northward  to  the 
northeast  comer  of  block  476 
intersecting  with  the  3  geographical  mile 
line,  thence  southwesterly  along  the  3 
geographical  mile  line  to  the  northwest 
corner  of  block  805. 

2.  NO  5-4,  Afognak:  Beginning  at  the 
northwest  comer  of  block  96,  thence 
southward  to  the  southwest  comer  of 
block  228,  intersecting  with  the  3 
geographical  mile  line,  thence  continuing 
southeasterly  along  the  3  geographical 
mile  line  to  the  intersection  with  the 
southern  boundary  of  block  977,  thence 
eastward  to  the  southeast  corner  of 
block  1005,  thence  northward  to  the 
northeast  comer  of  block  36,  including 
all  of  block  37,  thence  westward  to  the 
northwest  comer  of  block  13, 
intersecting  with  the  3  geographical  mile 
line,  thence  southwestward  along  the  3 
geographical  mile  line  to  the  northwest 
comer  of  block  96. 

3.  NO  5-5,  Karluk:  Beginning  at  the 
southwest  comer  of  block  1011,  thence 
northeasterly  along  the  3  geographical 
mile  line  to  the  northeast  corner  of  block 
968,  thence  southward  to  the  southeast 
corner  of  block  1012,  thence  westward 
to  the  southwest  comer  of  block  1011. 

4.  NO  5-6,  Kodiak:  All  blocks  seaward 
of  the  3  geographical  mile  line. 

5.  NO  5-7,  Trinity  Islands:  Beginning 
at  the  northeast  comer  of  block  44, 
thence  southward  to  the  southeast 
corner  of  block  1012,  thence  westward 
to  the  southwest  comer  of  block  983, 
thence  northward  to  the  northwest 
corner  of  block  631,  thence  eastward  to 
the  northeast  comer  of  block  637 
intersecting  with  the  3  geographical  mile 
line,  thence  southeasterly  along  the  3 
geographical  mile  line  to  the  intersection 
with  the  northern  boundary  of  block  43, 
thence  eastward  to  the  northeast  corner 
of  block  44. 

6.  NO  5-8,  Albatross  Bank:  All  blocks. 
Instructions  on  Call 

Nominations  must  be  described  by 
referring  to  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Official  Protraction  Diagrams  prepared 
by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(BLM),  Department  of  the  Interior,  and 
referred  to  above.  Only  whole  blocks  or 
properly  described  subdivisions  thereof, 
not  less  than  one-quarter  of  a  block, 
may  be  nominated.  Although  individual 
company  nominations  are  considered  to 
be  privileged  and  conHdential 
information,  the  names  of  persons  or 
entities  submitting  nominations  or 
comments  will  be  of  public  record. 

Those  nominating  twelve  blocks  or 
more  are  requested  to  arrange  their 
nominations  into  three  groups  according 
to  the  priority  of  their  interest. 


In  addition  to  nominations,  we  are  i 
seeking  comments  about  particular 
geological,  environmental,  biological, 
archaeological,  socioeconomic 
conditions  or  problems,  or  other 
information  which  might  bear  upon 
potential  leasing  and  development  of 
particular  blocks  where  available. 

Comments  should  be  as  specific  as 
possible  in  identifying  specific  blocks  or 
areas  which  should  receive  special 
concern  and  analysis  in  any  leasing 
decision. 

Nominations  and  comments  must  be 
submitted  not  later  than  November  21, 
1980,  in  envelopes  labeled  "Nominations 
of  Tracts  for  Leasing  in  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf — Kodiak”  or 
“Comments  on  Leasing  in  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf — Kodiak”  as 
appropriate.  They  must  be  submitted  to 
the  Manager,  Alaska  OCS  Office, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  at  the 
address  cited  above.  Copies  must  be 
sent  to  the  Conservation  Manager, 

Alaska  Region,  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
P^O.  Box  259,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99510, 
and  to  the  Director,  Attention  540, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management, 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

Use  of  Information  From  Call 

Nominations  will  be  evaluated  and 
used  along  with  other  biological  and 
geophysical  information  to  determine 
what,  if  any,  blocks  should  be 
tentatively  selected  for  further 
environmental  analyses  pursuant  to  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (42  U.S.C.  4321-4347)  and  the  OCS 
Lands  Act,  as  amended.  Generally, 
because  of  limits  on  the  geographical 
scope  of  areas  which  can  be 
successfully  planned  for  a  single  sale, 
only  a  portion  of  the  blocks  nominated 
are  selected  for  further  environmental 
analyses  and  possible  leasing. 

Comments  will  be  considered  along 
with  other  relevant  information 
available  to  the  Secretary  to  determine 
what  blocks  should  be  designated  for 
further  environmental  analyses  and 
study.  As  a  general  rule,  blocks  which 
are  believed  to  have  potential  for  the 
production  of  hydrocarbons  are  not 
excluded  from  further  environmental 
study  unless  the  Secretary  has  sufficient 
information  to  conclude  that  it  is  not 
possible  for  those  blocks  to  be 
developed  in  an  environmentally  safe 
manner. 

In  any  event,  selection  of  blocks  for 
further  environmental  analyses  does  not 
insure  that  the  blocks  will  be 
subsequently  offered  for  lease  or  that 
they  will  be  deleted  for  environmental 
or  use  conflicts.  It  simply  insures  that 
more  information  will  be  available  when 
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that  decision  is  made.  In  performing 
additional  environmental  analyses 
leading  to  a  sale  decision,  the 
Department  will  take  into  account 
comments  received  as  it  determines 
particular  areas  and  issues  for  attention. 

Final  selection  of  blocks  for 
competitive  bidding  will  be  made  only 
at  a  later  date  after  compliance  with 
established  Departmental  procedures 
and  all  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

Notice  of  any  blocks  finally  selected  for 
competitive  bidding  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  stating  the 
conditions  and  terms  for  leasing  and  the 
place,  date,  and  hour  at  which  bids  will 
be  received  and  opened. 

Approved  date:  September  16, 1980. 

Ed  Hastey, 

Associate  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

Larry  E.  Melerotto, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29109  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNG  CODE  4310-84-11 


Multiple  Use  Advisory  Council;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  94-579  and  43  CFR  Part 
1780,  that  a  meeting  of  the  Coeur  d' 
Alene  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory 
Council  will  be  held  on  Thursday  and 
Friday,  October  16  and  17, 1980,  in  St, 
Maries,  Idaho. 

On  Thursday,  a  field  trip  to  the 
Grandmother  Mountain  Wilderness 
Study  Area  is  scheduled.  Members  of 
the  public  wishing  to  attend  must 
provide  their  own  transportation. 

On  Friday,  a  meeting  will  be  held  in 
the  conference  room  of  the  St.  Maries 
Federal  Building  beginning  at  8:00  a.m. 

Agenda  for  the  meeting  will  include: 

1.  Election  of  officers. 

2.  Discussion  of  Grandmother 
Mountain  field  trip  with 
recommendations  fi'om  the  council  on 
the  management  of  the  area. 

3.  A  scoping  session  for  the  upcoming 
North  Idaho  Grazing  EIS. 

4.  Discuss  agenda  items  for  next 
meeting. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  to  the  Council  between  11:30 
a.m.  and  noon,  or  file  written  statements 
for  the  Council’s  consideration.  Anyone 
wishing  to  make  an  oral  statement  must 
notify  the  District  Manager  at  1808 
North  Third,  Coeur  d’Alene,  Idaho,  by 
October  9, 1980.  Depending  on  the 
number  of  persons  wishing  to  make  an 
oral  statement,  a  per  person  time  limit 
may  be  established. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  maintained  in  the  District  Office  and 


will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
and  reproduction  (during  regular 
business  hours)  within  30  days  following 
the  meeting. 

Dated:  September  9, 1980. 

Martin ).  Zimmer, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29225  Filed  9-19-80;  a45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Socorro  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  Rescheduled  Meeting 

September  11, 1980  meeting  cancelled 
and  rescheduled  for  September  25, 1980. 

The  Socorro  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  Field  Tour  and  Meeting  originally 
scheduled  for  September  11  was 
postponed  because  of  rain.  It  has  been 
rescheduled  for  September  25.  The  tour 
will  commence  at  8:30  a.m.  from  the 
Socorro  District  Office.  The  plans  for  the 
tour  will  remain  the  same  as  before. 
Several  allotments  will  be  toured  to 
view  proposed  and  existing  range 
improvements. 

Participants  should  bring  a  sack  lunch 
and  furnish  their  own  transportation. 
The  picnic  lunch  and  business  meeting 
will  be  held  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Rio 
Grande  and  just  south  of  Highway  380. 
Aden  P.  Kennedy, 

District  Manager. 

September  11, 1980. 

(FR'Doc.  80-29121  FUed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Application 

Applicant:  San  Diego  Zoological 

Gardens,  P.O.  Box  551,  San  Diego, 
CA  92112. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  3.3  Palawan  peacock  pheasants 
[polyplectron  emphanum)  for 
propagation  purposes. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport  has  been  indicated  by  the 
applicant. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  605, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  P.O.  Box  3654, 
Arlington,  VA  22203. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-6673.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this 
application  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
this  publication  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the  director 


at  the  above  address.  Please  refer  to  the 
file  number  when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  September  9, 1980. 

Larry  La  Rochelle, 

Acting  Chief,  Permit  Branch  Federal  Wildlife 
Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29119  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-SS-M 


Intent  To  Prepare  a  Master  Plan  with 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
the  Parker  River  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Mass. 

agency:  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY  This  notice  advises  the  public 
that  the  Service  intends  to  initiate  a 
comprehensive  planning  process  for  the 
purpose  of  developing  a  master  plan  for 
the  Parker  River  National  Wildlife 
Refuge.  As  part  of  the  plam  development 
an  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(EIS)  will  be  prepared.  This  notice  is 
being  furnished  as  required  by  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA)  Regulations  (40  CFR  1501.7)  to 
obtain  suggestions  and  information  from 
other  agencies  and  the  public  on  issues 
to  be  considered  in  the  plan 
development  Comments  and 
participation  in  this  scoping  process  are 
solicited. 

The  Parker  River  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  was  established  as  a  unit  of  the 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  System  in  1942, 
and  consists  of  4,650  acres  located  along 
the  northern  coast  of  Massachusetts 
within  the  Towns  of  Newbury,  Rowley, 
Ipswich,  and  the  city  of  Newburyport 
The  refuge  primarily  includes  a 
substantial  portion  of  Plum  Island,  and 
wetlands  of  the  Parker  River  estuary. 

The  refuge  master  plan  is  to  be  a 
comprehensive  land  use  plan  that  will 
clearly  set  forth  long-term  objectives  for 
resource  management  and  public  use  of 
the  refuge.  An  interdisciplinary  plaiming 
team  comprised  of  staff  from  the  refuge; 
the  Area  Office  in  Concord,  New 
Hampshire;  and  the  Regional  Office  in 
Newton  Corner,  Massachusetts,  has 
been  established  to  carry  out  the 
planning  process.  The  process  will 
include  a  data  inventory  and  resource 
mapping  phase,  an  analysis  of  land 
suitability  to  support  potential  uses,  and 
evaluation  of  alternative  ways  to 
allocate  refuge  lands  to  potential  uses  in 
a  manner  consistent  with  the  overall 
objectives  of  the  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  System  and  the  purposes  for 
which  the  refuge  was  established. 

Public  involvement  will  be  an  . 
essential  component  of  the  planning 
process.  As  a  public  resource 
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management  agency,  the  Service  will 
make  every  effort  to  insure  that 
attitudes,  interests  and  desires  of  local, 
regional  and  national  groups  are 
considered  in  the  planning  process. 
Public  participation  will  include 
personal  contact  with  individuals,  user 
groups,  agencies,  etc.,  and  workshop 
sessions  and  meetings.  An  initial  set  of 
workshops  will  be  held  to  identify 
issues  and  problems  that  should  be 
considered  in  the  planning  process.  The 
times  and  places  of  the  meetings  are  as 
follows: 

November  18, 1980, 7:30  p.m.,  at  Building  5, 

the  Preble  Room,  Boston  Naval  Yard, 

Charlestown,  MA. 

November  19, 1980,  7:30  p.m.,  at  the  Smith- 

Baker  Center,  Lowell,  MA. 

November  20, 1980,  7:30  p.m.,  at  the  Round 

School,  Newbury,  MA. 

Prior  to  the  workshops,  scoping 
sessions  will  be  held  with  government 
agencies  and  organizations.  If  your 
agency  or  organization  is  interested  in 
participating,  please  contact  the 
individual  at  the  end  of  this 
announcement. 

The  time  and  location  of  future 
meetings  will  be  announced  at  least  one 
month  in  advance. 

In  order  to  obtain  public  imput  as 
early  as  possible  in  the  planning 
process,  a  general  mailing  to  solicit 
public  comments  will  be  conducted 
during  September  and  October  1980. 
Persons,  representatives  of 
organizations  and  agency 
representatives  who  have  suggestions 
regarding  problems  and  issues  that 
should  be  considered  in  the  planning 
process  and/or  wish  to  be  on  the 
mailing  list  are  invited  to  contact  the 
Service  by  November  15, 1980.  Written 
comments  should  be  addressed  to; 
Regional  Director  (Attention:  Marvin 
Armstrong,  Landscape  Architect),  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  One  Gateway 
Center,  Newton  Comer,  Massachusetts 
02158. 

DATES:  Comments  should  be  received  by 
November  15, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Marvin  Armstrong,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  One  Gateway  Center, 
Suite  700,  Newton  Corner, 

Massachusetts  02158.  telephone  No. 

(617)  965-5100,  extension  278  or  FTS 
829-9278. 

The  planning  process  and 
environmental  review  of  the  master  plan 
will  be  conducted  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  as 
amended  (42  CFR,  Parts  1500-1508), 
other  appropriate  Federal  regulations, 
and  Service  procedures  for  compliance 
with  those  regulations. 


It  is  estimated  that  the  Draft  EIS  will 
be  available  to  the  public  in  the  fall  of 
1981. 

Lowell ).  Hoffman, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

September  15, 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29120  Filed  9-1&.80  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-S5-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
[Order  No.  3056] 

American  Revolution  Bicentennial 
Administration;  Responsibilities  Under 
Section  2  of  Executive  Order  12001 

Sec.  1.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this 
order  is  to  designate  that  organizational 
element  of  the  Department  responsible 
for  all  actions  required  under  Section  2 
of  Executive  Order  12001.  Executive 
Order  12001  transfers  certain  functions 
of  the  American  Revolution  Bicentennial 
Administration  (herein  after  referred  to 
AREA)  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sec.  2.  Designation.  The  Director  of 
the  National  Park  Service  shall  be 
responsible  for  administering  contracts 
and  grants  of  ARBA  existing  on  June  29, 
1977.  This  responsibility  includes  the 
consideration  of  claims  presented  by 
former  ARBA  licenses  under  license 
agreements  existing  on  June  29, 1977. 

Sec.  3.  Effective  Date.  This  order  is 
effective  immediately.  Its  provisions 
shall  remain  in  effect  until  amended, 
superseded,  or  revoked.  However,  in  the 
absence  of  the  foregoing  actions,  the 
provisions  of  this  order  will  terminate 
and  be  considered  obsolete  on 
September  30, 1981. 

Dated:  September  11, 1980. 

Cecil  D.  Andrus, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29118  Filed  9-19-80. 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-10-M 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory 
Board— Policy  Committee;  Notice  and 
Agenda  for  Meeting 

This  notice  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  No.  92- 
643,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  and  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget’s  Circular  No. 
A-63,  Revised. 

The  Policy  Committee  of  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board  will 
meet  during  the  period  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.,  October  21, 1980,  and  8:30  a.m.  to 
12:00  p.m.,  October  22, 1980,  at  the 
Holiday  Inn-Downtown,  195/ Atwells, 
Providence,  Rhode  Island. 

The  meeting  will  cover  the  following 
principal  subjects: 

October  21, 1980 

(1)  Fates  and  Effects  of  Drilling  Muds  and 
Fluids 


(2)  5-Year  OCS  Leasing  Program 

(3)  International  Agreements  on  Joint 
Contingency  Plans 

(4)  Oil  Spills  in  Arctic  Conditions 

(5)  Ixtoc  Damage  Assessment  Study 

October  22, 1980 

(1)  East  Coast  Energy  Facility  Siting  Study 

(2)  Biological  Task  Forces 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral  or 
written  presentations  to  the  Committee. 
Such  requests  should  be  made  no  later 
than  October  10  to:  Alan  D.  Powers, 
Office  of  OCS  Program  Coordination, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Room  5150, 
Washington,  D.C.  2024C  (202/343-9314). 

Requests  to  make  oral  statements 
should  be  accompanied  by  a  summary 
of  the  statement  to  be  made. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  eight  weeks  after  the  meeting  at 
the  Office  of  OCS  Program 
Coordination,  Room  5150,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  18th  &  C  Streets,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dated:  September  15, 1980. 

Alan  D.  Powers, 

Director,  Office  of  OCS  Program 
Coordination. 

(FR  Do.  80-29227  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-10-M 


INTERStATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  311] 

Expedited  Procedures  for  Recovery  of 
Fuel  Costs 

Decided:  September  16, 1980, 

In  our  decisions  of  May  13,.  20,  27,  June 
3, 10, 17,  24,  July  1,  8, 15,  22,  and  29, 
August  5, 12, 19,  and  26,  September  3 
and  9, 1980,  a  13-percent  surcharge  was 
authorized  on  all  owner-operator  traffic, 
and  on  all  truckload  traffic  whether  or 
not  owner-operators  were  employed. 

We  ordered  that  all  owner-operators 
were  to  receive  compensation  at  this 
level. 

The  weekly  figures  set  forth  in  the 
appendix  for  transportation  performed 
by  owner-operators  and  for  truckload 
traffic  is  13.4  percent.  We  are 
authorizing  that  the  13-percent 
surcharge  for  this  traffic  remain  in 
effect  and  that  all  owner-operators  are 
to  receive  compensation  at  this  level. 

No  change  is  authorized  in  the  2.3- 
percent  surcharge  on  less-than- 
truckload  (LTL)  traffic  performed  by 
carriers  not  utilizing  owner  operators, 
the  1.3-percent  surcharge  for  United 
Parcel  Service,  nor  in  the  5.0-percent 
surcharge  authorized  for  the  bus 
carriers. 
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Notice  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  mailing  a  copy  of  this  decision 
to  the  Governor  of  each  State  and  to  the 
Public  Utilities  Commissions  or  Boards 
of  each  State  having  jurisdiction  over 
transportation,  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.,  for  public  inspection  and  by 
delivering  a  copy  to  the  Director.  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register  for  publication 
therein. 

It  is  ordered:  This  decision  shall 
become  effective  Friday  12:01  a.m.. 
September  19, 1980. 


By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Gaskins. 
Vice  Chairman  Gresham,  Commissioners 
Clapp,  Trantum,  Alexis,  and  Gilliam.  Vice 
Chairman  Gresham  not  participating. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  Fuel  Surcharge 

Base  date  and  price  per  gallon 
(including  tax): 

January  1, 1979 — 63.50. 

Date  of  current  price  measurement 
and  price  per  gallon  (including  tax): 
September  15, 1980 — 113.90. 


[In  percent] 


Average  percent  fuel  expenses  (including  taxes)  of  total  revenue. 

Percent  surcharge  developed . 

Percent  surcharge  allowed . . . 


Transportation  performed  by— 


Owner 

operator 

Olher 

Bus  carrier 

UPS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

16.9 

2.9 

6.3 

3.3 

13.4 

2.3 

5.0 

•2.1 

13.0 

2.3 

5.0 

«  13 

Summit  Street,  Peabody,  MA  01960. 
General  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  Class  A  SB 
explosives)  between  all  points  in  the 
states  of  CT.  MA.  ME.  NH.  RI,  and  VT. 
Supporting  shippers:  Gross  and 
Flannelly,  Inc.,  239  Prescott  Street,  East 
Boston,  MA  02128;  J.  R.  Bateman 
Warehouse,  12  Summit  Street,  Peabody, 
MA  02176. 

MC  2860  (Sub-1-11  TA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 

NATIONAL  FREIGHT.  INC.,  71  West 
Park  Avenue,  Vineland,  NJ  08360. 
Representative:  Peter  J.  Nickles, 

Covington  &  Burling,  888 16th  Street, 

NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006.  General 
commodities  between  points  in  GA  and 
FL.  Supporting  shipper:  There  are  22 
supporting  shippers.  Their  statements 
may  be  examined  at  the  Boston  Office  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

150  Causeway  Street,  Boston,  MA. 

MC  113843  (Sub-1-14  TA),  dated 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.. 
316  Summer  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02210.  Representative: 
Lawrence  T.  Sheils,  316  Summer  Street. 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02210.  Cellulose 
insulation  (1)  From  Rochester,  NY  to 
points  in  ME,  NH,  VT,  MA,  CT,  PA,  MD. 
DE,  NJ  and  OH  (2)  From  Wauseon,  OH 
to  points  in  MI,  KY,  WV,  IN,  IL,  WI  and 
MN.  Supporting  shipper:  Electra 
Manufacturing,  Inc.,  West  Chestnut 
Street,  Wauseon,  OH  43567. 

MC  127524  (Sub-1-5  TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
QUADREL  BROS.  TRUCKING  CO.. 

INC.,  1603  Hart  Street,  Rahway,  NJ 
07065.  Representative:  David  L. 
Middleton,  1603  Hart  Street,  Rahway.  NJ 
07065.  Sanitary  Can  Coatings  (Laquer. 
N.O.I.)  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles  from 
Reading,  PA  to  N.  Bergen,  NJ,  Baltimore. 
MD,  and  Lawrence,  MA.  Supporting 
shipper:  Glidden — SCM  Corp.,  P.O.  Box 
1097,  Reading.  PA  19603. 

MC  151601  (Sub-1-2  TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 
ARMORED  MOTOR  SERVICE  OF 
AMERICA.  INC.,  15  Hudson  Avenue. 
Rochester,  NY  14605,  Representatives: 
Herbert  M.  Canter,  Esq.  and  Benjamin  D. 
Levine.  Esq.,  305  Montgomery  Street, 
Syracuse,  NY  13202.  Contract  carrier: 
Irregular  routes:  High  value 
transportation  tokens,  from  the 
production  facilities  of  Metal  Arts 
Company,  Inc.  at  Rochester,  NY  to 
National  State  Bank  of  Elizabeth.  NJ. 
Supporting  shipper:  Metal  Arts 
Company,  Inc.,  230  Park  Avenue.  NY 
10169. 

MC  59720  (Sub-1-1  TA),  filed 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant: 
KENMORE  TRANSPORTATION 


*  The  percentage  surcharge  developed  for  UPS  *s  calculated  by  applying  81  percent  of  the  percentage  increase  in  the 
current  price  per  gallon  over  the  base  price  per  gallon  to  UPS  average  percent  of  fuel  expense  to  revenue  figure  as  of  January 
1,  1979  (3.3  percent). 

*  The  developed  surcharge  figure  is  reduced  0.8  percent  to  reflect  fuel  related  increases  already  included  in  UPS  rates. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29112  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am|  ' 


BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carrier  Temporary  Authority 
Application 

The  following  are  notices  of  filings  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  10928  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These 
rules  provide  that  an  original  and  two 
(2)  copies  of  protests  to  an  application 
may  be  filed  with  the  Regional  Office 
named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication  no  later  than  the  15th 
calendar  day  after  the  date  the  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of  the 
protest  must  be  served  on  the  applicant, 
or  its  authorized  representative,  if  any. 
and  the  protestant  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  protest  must 
identify  the  operating  authority  upon 
which  it  is  predicated,  specifying  the 
“MC”  docket  and  “Sub”  number  and 
quoting  the  particular  portion  of- 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
protestant  shall  specify  the  service  it 
can  and  will  provide  and  the  amount 
and  type  of  equipment  it  will  make 
available  for  use  in  connection  with  the 
service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a 
protest  shall  be  governed  by  the 
completeness  and  pertinence  of  the 
Protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  signiHcant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 


resulting  from  the  approval  of  its 
application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  ICC 
Regional  Office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Note. — All  applications  seek  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 
Notice  No.  F-58 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  I: 

Send  protests  to:  Regional  Authority 
Center,  Interstated  Commerce 
Commission  150  Causeway  St.,  Rm.  501. 
Boston,  MA  02114. 

MC  8973  (Sub-1-6TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
METROPOLITAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  75 
Broad  Avenue,  Fairview,  NJ  07022. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
1832,  Two  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10048.  Lead  and  lead  products, 
and  materials,  supplies  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distribution 
and  sale  thereof  (except  in  bulk), 
between  Hammond.  IN  and  Pottstown. 
PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper: 
Hammond  Lead  Products,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
308.  Hammond,  IN  46325. 

MC  97862  (Sub-1-2  TA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  J.  R. 
BATEMAN  WAREHOUSE  INC.,  12 
Summit  Street,  Peabody,  MA  01960. 
Representative:  John  M.  O’Brien.  12 
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COMPANY,  22  Eskow  Road,  Worcester 
MA  01604.  Representative:  James  C. 
Hardman,  33  N.  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago, 
IL  60602.  Plastic  and  plastic  articles, 
between  Oxford  and  Worcester,  MA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  IL,  IN,  MI,  KY,  MO,  FL,  OH,  NY,  TX, 
TN,  PA  and  WI.  Supporting  shipper: 

Carl  Gordon  Industries,  1001 
Southbridge  Street,  Worcester,  MA 
01610. 

MC  128343  {Sub-1-14  TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  C-LINE, 
INC.,  Tourtellot  Hill  Road,  Chepachet, 

R1 02814.  Representative:  Ronald  N. 
Cobert,  Esq.,  Suite  501, 1730  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Contract 
carrier:  Irregular  routes:  General 
commodities  (except  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  and 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives)  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  under  continuing 
contracts  with  Ballou-Johnson  &  Nichols 
Company  of  Cranston,  RI.  Supporting 
shipper:  Ballou-Johnson  &  Nichols 
Company,  One  Wholesale  Way, 
Cranston,  RI  20920. 

MC  2860  (Sub-1-12  TAJ,  filed 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant: 
NATIONAL  FREIGHT,  INC.,  71  West 
Park  Avenue,  Vineland,  NJ  08360. 
Representative:  Gerard  S.  Duzinski,  71 
West  Park  Avenue,  Vineland,  NJ  08360. 
Electrical  lighting  fixtures  and  parts 
between  Cowpens,  SC  and  Columbus, 
OH.  Supporting  shipper.  Progress 
Lighting,  G  Street  and  Erie  Avenue, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19105. 

MC  99938  (Sub-l->^2  TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  VAN’S 
AUTO  &  AIR  EXPRESS,  INC. 
Representative:  Bruce  J.  Robbins,  Esq., 
Robbins  &  Newman,  P.C.  118-21  Queens 
Blvd.,  Forest  Hills,  NY  11375,  General 
commodities  (usual  exceptions), 
between  Hudson  Coimty,  NJ,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
Counties  of  Albany,  Columbia, 

Delaware,  Dutchess,  Greene,  Orange, 
Putnam,  Rockland,  Rennselaer,  Sulliv'an, 
Ulster  and  Westchester,  NY,  and  New 
York,  NY  and  Oneonta,  NY.  Supporting 
shipper:  Zenith  Distributing  Corp.  of  NY, 
200  Meadowland  Parkway,  Secaucus,  NJ 
07094. 

MC  113843  (Sub-1-12  TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC., 
316  Summer  Street,  Boston,  MA  02210. 
Representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  MA  02210.  (1) 
Such  items  as  are  dealt  in  by  grocery 
and  food  business  houses  and  empty 
containers  (except  in  bulk)  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
commodities  in  (1)  except  commodities 
in  bulk),  between  points  in  CT,  DE,  lA, 


IL,  IN,  KY,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MO, 
NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  RI,  VT,  VA,  WV, 

WI  and  DC.  Supporting  shipper:  Purex 
Corporation,  6120  N.  Detroit  Ave., 

Toledo,  OH  43612. 

MC  151809  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant:  J.  M. 
MARC  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  7 
Ladik  Street,  Piermont,  NY  10968. 
Representative:  Bruce  J.  Robbins,  Esq., 
Robbins  &  Newman,  P,  C.,  118-21 
Queens  Blvd.,  Forest  Hills,  NY  11375. 
Chemicals  (except  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  points  in  the  New 
York,  NY  Commercial  Zone,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  DE, 

MD,  NJ,  NY,  and  PA.  Supporting 
shippersjs):  Kurts  &  Wolfe  Chemical  Co., 
Inc.,  960  Close  Avenue,  Bronx,  NY  10473; 
and  Patclin  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  66 
Alexander  Street,  Yonkers,  NY. 

MC  2770  (Sub-1-2TA),  filed  September 
9, 1980.  Applicant:  SANBORN’S 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  550  Forest 
Avenue,  Portland,  ME  04101. 
Representative:  Lawrence  S.  Burstein, 
Esq.,  Suite  2373,  One  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  NY  10048.  General 
commodities  (excppt  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  those  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  points  in  Washington  County, 

ME  as  off-route  points  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  otherwise  regular  route 
operations.  Supporting  shippersfs): 

There  are  6  statements  in  support 
attached  to  this  application  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  I.C.C.  Regional 
Office  in  Boston,  MA. 

MC  133841  (Sub-1-6TA),  filed 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant:  DAN 
BARCLAY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  426,  362  Main 
Street,  Lincoln  Park,  NJ  07035. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Storage 
Tanks,  from  Cordova,  AL,  to 
Wintersburg,  AZ.  Supporting  shipper: 
Ecodyne,  Inc.,  Route  22,  Union,  NJ  07083. 

MC  146870  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  C.  L. 
MORTELLO  TRUCKING,  INC.,  13 
Hagemount  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  945, 
Hightstown,  NJ  08520.  Representative: 
Lorraine  L.  Mortello,  President- 
Treasurer,  C.  L.  Mortello  Trucking,  Inc.. 
13  Hagemount  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  945, 
Hightstown,  NJ  08520.  Contract  carrier: 
Irregular  routes:  Sugar,  beet  or  cane,  in 
packages,  between  Philadelphia,  PA  and 
points  in  OH,  for  the  account  of  The 
National  Sugar  Refining  Company. 
Supporting  shipper  The  National  Sugar 
Refining  Company,  1037  North  Delaware 
Avenue,  Philadelphia,  PA  19125. 

MC  151340  (Sub-l-lTA),  Filed 
September  12, 1980.  Applicant: 


SPECIALIZED  HAULING 
CORPORATION,  Box  488,  Barre,  VT 
05641.  Representative:  John  P.  Monte, 

Box  568,  Barre,  VT  05641.  Contract 
carrier:  Irregular  routes:  Telephone 
Equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
telephone  systems  between  Southboro 
and  Watertown,  MA  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Montpelier,  VT. 
Supporting  shipper:  Western  Electric, 

Inc.,  1600  Osgood  Street,  North  Andover. 
MA  01845. 

MC  8713  (Sub-1-4TA),  filed  September 
8, 1980.  Applicant:  BRAUN’S  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  1494  Main  Street  (Rear),  Millis, 

MA  02054.  Representative:  Edward  J. 
Kiley,  1730  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Computers,  computer  parts 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
computers,  (1)  between  Northborough, 
Westminster  and  Westfield,  MA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Derry, 

Salem,  Nashua,  and  Merrimack,  NH;  (2) 
Derry,  Salem,  Nashua,  and  Merrimack, 
NH  to  Logan  International  Airport, 
Boston,  MA.  Supporting  shipper:  Digital 
Equipment  Corp.,  414  l^itney  Street, 
Northborough,  MA  01532. 

MC  51397  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant: 
ROBINSON’S  EXPRESS  CO.,  INC.,  70 
State  Street,  Lawrence,  MA  01843. 
Representative:  Russell  S.  Callahan,  P.O. 
Box  1806,  Brockton,  MA  02403.  Common 
carrier:  Regular  route:  General 
commodities  (except  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  and 
classes  A  and  B  explosives),  (1) 

Between  Lawrence,  MA  and  Hartford, 
CT  over  Interstate  Hwy.  495,  then 
Interstate  Hwy.  290,  then  Interstate 
Hwy.  90,  then  Interstate  Hwy.  86,  then 
Interstate  Hwy.  84,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  all  points  in  the 
counties  of:  Hartford,  Tolland  and 
Windham,  in  CT,  as  off  route  points.  (2) 
Between  Lawrence,  MA  and  Livermore 
Falls,  ME  over  Interstate  Hwy.  495,  then 
Interstate  Hwy.  95,  then  ME  State  Hwy. 
4,  serving  all  intermediate  points  and  all 
points  in  the  counties  of:  Androscoggin, 
Cumberland  and  York,  in  ME,  as  off 
route  points.  (3)  Between  Lawrence,  MA 
and  Littleton,  NH  over  Interstate  Hwy. 
93,  then  U.S.  Hwy.  3,  then  NH  State  Hwy 
18,  serving  all  intermediate  points  and 
all  points  in  the  counties  of:  Belknap, 
Carrol,  Cheshire,  Grafton,  Hillsboro, 
Merrimack,  Rockingham,  Strafford  and 
Sullivan,  in  NH,  as  off  route  points.  (4) 
Between  Lawrence,  MA  and  Providence, 
RI  over  Interstate  Hwy.  93,  then  MA 
State  Hwy.  128,  then  Interstate  Hwy.  95, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and  all 
points  in  the  counties  of:  Bristol,  Kent 
and  Providence,  RI,  as  off  route  points. 
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(5)  Between  Lawrence.  MA  and 
Burlington,  VT  over  Interstate  Hwy.  93. 
then  Interstate  Hwy.  89,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  all  points  in  the 
counties  of  Chittenden,  Orange, 
Washington,  Windham  and  Windsor,  in 
VT,  as  off  route  points.  (6)  Between 
Salem,  NH  and  Pittsfield,  MA  over  NH 
State  Hwy.  97,  then  Interstate  Hwy,  93. 
then  Interstate  Hwy.  495,  then  Interstate 
Hwy.  90,  then  U.S.  Hwy.  20,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  all  points  in  the 
counties  of:  Barnstable,  Berkshire, 

Bristol,  Dukes,  Essex,  Franklin, 

Hampden,  Hampshire,  Middlesex. 
Nantucket,  Norfolk,  Plymouth,  Suffolk 
and  Worcester,  in  MA,  as  off  route 
points.  Supporting  shipper(s);  15 
statements  in  support  attached  to  this 
application  which  may  be  examined  in 
the  I.C.C,  Regional  Office  in  Boston,  MA. 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  tack  with  its 
existing  authority  and  to  interline  with  other 
carriers  at  Lawrence  and  Boston,  MA  and 
their  commercial  zones. 

MC  151766  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 

DIAMOND  K.  TRUCKING  CO..  INC..  23 
Terminal  Rpad,  Lyndhurst,  NJ  07071. 
Representative:  Richard  Kasten,  29 
Cedar  Drive,  Rochelle  Park,  NJ  07662. 
Cotton  Softener  and  cleaning 
compounds  in  drums  and  cartons 
between  the  New  York,  NY  Commercial 
Zone  and  points  in  VA  and  NC. 
Supporting  shipper:  Finetex,  Inc.,  418 
Falmouth  Ave.,  Elmwood  Park.  N]  07407, 

MC  381  (Sub-1-2TA),  filed  September 
9, 1980.  Applicant:  GENOVA  EXPRESS 
LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  136, 
Williamstown,  NJ  08094.  Representative; 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O,  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Empty  containers. 
from  points  in  VA,  to  points  in 
Gloucester  County,  NJ.  Supporting 
shipperjsj:  Violet  Packing  Company,  123 
Railroad  Avenue,  Williamstown.  NJ 
08094. 

MC  145108  (Sub-l-llTA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  BULLET 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  289,  Bay  Ridge 
Station,  Brooklyn.  NY  11220. 
Representative;  Terrence  D.  Jones.  2033 
K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Contract  carrier:  Irregular  routes: 
Electric  motors,  controls,  components, 
and  accessories,  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  such 
commodities  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  a  continuing  contractjsj  with 
Fasco  Industries,  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper:  Fasco  Industries,  Inc.,  1600  W. 
Jackson  Street,  Ozark,  MO  65721. 

MC  143110  (Sub-l-lTA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  K  AND  B 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  801,  Union.  NJ 
07083.  Representative:  A.  Dayton  Schell. 


6  Eileen  Way,  Edison,  NJ  08817. 

Contract  carrier:  Irregular  routes:  Toilet 
preparations,  such  as  shampoo, 
fingernail  polish,  nail  polish  remover, 
hair  colorings  and  lipsticks  with 
accessories  such  as  handbags,  brushes 
and  display  items  from  NJ  to  AR.  CA, 

FL,  NC,  NV,  NM.  SC,  and  TX. 

Supporting  shipper:  Cosmair,  Inc.,  222 
Terminal  Avenue,  Clark,  NJ  07066. 

MC  151408  (Sub-1-6TAJ,  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  CARGO 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  100  Garfield 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  268,  Somerville,  MA 
02143.  Representative:  William  F.  Mix. 

153  Grove  Street,  Lexington,  MA  02173. 
Contract  carrier:  Irregular  routes: 
Lighting  fixtures  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution 
thereof,  between  Wilmington,  MA,  Olive 
Branch,  MI,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  and 
Union.  NJ  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  and  places  in  the  United 
States  (excluding  AK  and  HIJ. 

Supporting  shipper:  Keene  Corporation, 
Lighting  Division,  Industrial  Way. 
Wilmington,  MA  01887. 

MC  151773  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant;  CARGO 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  100  Garfield 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  268,  Somerville,  MA 
02143.  Representative:  William  F.  Mix, 
153  Grove  Street,  Lexington,  MA  02173. 
Plastic  film  and  sheeting,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution 
thereof,  (except  commodities  in  bulk], 
between  the  facilities  and  warehouses 
of  Borden  Chemical  Co.,  Division  of 
Borden,  Inc.  and  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Supporting 
shipper:  Borden  Chemical  Co.,  Division 
of  Borden,  Inc.,  1  Clark  St.,  No.  Andover, 
MA  01845. 

MC  52579  (Sub-l-lTAJ.  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  GILBERT 
CARRIER  CORP.,  1  Gilbert  Drive. 
Secaucus,  NJ.  Representative:  Herbert 
Burstein,  Esq.,  1  World  Trade  Center. 
Suite  2373,  New  York.  NY  10048.  (1) 
Wearing  apparel  hanging  loose,  from 
Long  View  and  San  Antonio,  TX  to 
Columbus,  OH,  Greer,  SC,  Tucker,  GA. 
and  Wilmington,  DE;  and  (2)  wearing 
apparel  packed  in  cartons,  from  Long 
View  and  San  Antonio,  TX  to  Columbus. 
OH,  Greer,  SC,  Tucker,  GA,  Wilmington. 
DE,  Chicago  and  Elks  Grove  Village.  IL, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  and  North  Bergen.  NJ. 
Supporting  shipper:  Sears,  Roebuck  and 
Co.,  Sears  Tower,  Chicago,  IL  60684. 

MC  149233  (Sub-1-4TA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant;  EDGAR 
SERVICE  COMPANY,  INC.;  P.O.  Box 
562,  Avon,  MA  02322.  Representative: 
Russell  S.  Callahan,  P.O.  Box  1806. 
Brockton,  MA  02403.  (1)  Paper  and 


paper  products,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  between  the  facilities  of 
Scott  Paper  Company  at  points  in  CT. 

DE.  IN.  ME,  MD.  MA.  NH.  NJ.  NY,  OH. 
PA.  RI.  VT,  VA,  WV  and  DC,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT, 

DE.  IN.  ME,  MD,  MA.  NH.  NJ,  NY.  OH. 
PA.  RI.  VT,  VA,  WV  and  DC.  Supporting 
shipper:  Scott  Paper  Company,  Scott 
Plaza  II,  Philadelphia,  PA  19113. 

MC  65626  (Sub-l-lTA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 

FREDONIA  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
222.  Fredonia,  NY  14063.  Representative; 
E.  Stephen  Heisley,  Suite  805,  666 
Eleventh  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20001.  Foodstuffs,  between  Chautauqua 
County.  NY.  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  VA,  NC,  SC,  GA,  FL. 
and  AL.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Cliffstar 
Corporation,  1  Cliffstar  Avenue, 

Dunkirk,  NY  14048;  and  The  Red  Wing 
Co.,  Inc.,  196  Newtown  Street,  Fredonia. 
NY  14063. 

MC  139579  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
H.  GOLDING,  INC.,  5879  Marion  Drive. 
Lockport,  NY  14094,  Representative: 
Raymond  A.  Richards,  35  Curtice  PK., 
Webster,  NY  14580.  Contract  carrier: 
Irregular  routes:  Chemicals,  except  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  NJ  to  points  in  NY. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Meyers  Chemicals,  Inc.,  4245  Union 
Road,  Buffalo,  NY.  Supporting  shipper: 
Meyers  Chemicals,  Inc.,  4245  Union 
Road,  Buffalo,  NY  14225. 

MC  17051  (Sub-1-2TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 

BARNET’S  EXPRESS.  INC.,  758 
Lidgerwood  Avenue,  Elizabeth,  NJ 
07202.  Representative:  Irving  Klein,  371 
Seventh  Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10001. 
Wearing  apparel  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof,  between  the  New 
•York.  NY  Commercial  Zone  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Fitzgerald  and 
Winder,  GA,  Williamston,  NC,  and 
Charleston,  SC.  Supporting  shipper: 
Space  Legs,  Inc.,  491  7th  Ave.,  New 
York.  NY  10001;  Roget  Industries,  Ltd.. 
112  W.  34th  St..  New  York.  NY  10001. 

Republication 

MC  150254  (Sub-1-2TAJ.  filed  August 
20. 1980.  Applicant:  ALLIED 
INTERNATIONAL  TRUCKING  CO.. 
INC..  210  Beacham  Street,  Everett,  MA 
02149.  Representative:  Raymond  P. 
Keigher,  Esq.,  401  E.  Jefferson  Street, 
Suite  102,  Rockville,  MD  20850.  Lumber 
and  lumber  products,  between  Hartford, 
CT,  Savannah,  GA,  Foster,  Providence, 
and  Warick,  RI,  Darlington,  SC,  and 
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points  in  MA,  NC.  NH,  NJ.  NY,  PA,  TN, 
VA,  and  VT.  Supporting  shippers:  Allied 
International,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  56, 
Charlestown,  MA  02129;  Rossco  Forest 
Products,  P.O.  Box  2068,  So.  Burlington, 
VT  05401. 

MC 143445  (Sub-1-2TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  MMAR 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  128 
Pennsylvania  St.,  Kearney,  NJ  07032. 
Representative:  Dean  N.  Wolfe,  Suite 
145,  4  Professional  Drive,  Gaithersburg, 
MD  20760.  General  commodities  (except 
classes  A  B'B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
articles  of  unusual  value,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  from  Springfield,  MA, 
Pawtucket,  RI,  and  Bethlehem,  PA  to 
points  in  CA,  restricted  to  traffic  moving 
on  bills  of  lading  of  freight  forwarders 
as  defined  in  49  U.S.C.  10102(8). 
Supporting  shipper  Western  Carloading 
Co.,  Inc.,  960  East  Third  Street,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90013. 

MC  151759  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 

BULKWAY  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION,  305  Central  Avenue, 
Kearny,  NJ  07032.  Representative:  Eric 
Meierhoefer,  Suite  423, 1511  K  Street, 

NW,  Washington,  DC  20005,  Contract 
carrier:  Irregular  routes:  Commodities  in 
bulk,  between  Newark,  NJ,  and  points  in 
its  commercial  zone,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  CT, 
DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA,  MA,  MD, 

ME,  MI,  MS,  NC,  NH,  NY,  OH,  OK,  PA, 
RI,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  VT,  WV,  and  DC, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Cellomer  Corporation  of  Newark,  NJ. 
Supporting  shipper:  Cellomer 
Corporation,  46  Albert  Avenue,  Newark, 
NJ  07105. 

MC  145963  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  NICK 
MIELE  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC., 

475  Sonia  Avenue,  Matawan,  NJ  07747. 
Representative:  William  J.  Augello,  Esq., 
Augello,  Pezold  &  Hirschmann,  P.C.,  120 
Main  Street,  P.O.  Box  Z,  Huntington,  NY 
11743.  Contract  carrier:  Irregular  routes: 
Glass  Containers  from  Cliffwood,  NJ  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  and 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  glass  containers  from 
points  in  the  United  States  to  Cliffwood, 
NJ.  Supporting  shipper:  Midland  Class 
Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  557,  Cliffwood,  NJ 
07721. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  2.  Send  protests  to:  ICC, 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  Bldg.,  101  N.  7th 
St.,  Room  620,  Philadelphia,  PA  19106. 

MC  61619  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  July  8, 
1980.  Originally  published  in  Federal 
Register  dated  July  28, 1980.  Applicant:  L 


&  H  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  RD  3, 
Spring  Grove,  PA  17362.  Representative: 
John  E.  Fullerton,  407  N.  Front  St., 
Harrisburg,  PA  17101.  Liquid  industrial 
waste,  in  bulk,  in  tank  trailers  furnished 
by  shipper,  from  points  in  MD,  DE,  NJ, 
NY,  CT,  OH,  VA  and  WV  to  the  facility 
of  Liqwacon  Corp,  located  at  York,  PA, 
under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
Liqwacon  Corp.,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Liqwacon  Corp., 
Blue  Bell,  PA  19422.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  show  the  state  of  WV 
which  was  omitted  in  the  first 
publication. 

MC  138000  (Sub-II-20TA),  filed  August 
29, 1980.  Applicant:  ARTHUR  H. 
FULTON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  86,  Stephens 
City,  VA  22655.  Representative:  Dixie  C. 
Newhouse,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown, 
MD  21740.  (1)  Asbestos  brake  lining 
flexible  and  asbestos  brake  lining 
nonflexible,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  distribution  of  (1) 
above,  between  Winchester,  VA,  and 
Salisbury,  NC,  including  their  respective 
commerical  zones,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  and  east  of  WI, 

IL,  KY,  TN  and  MS,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days’ 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Abex 
Corporation,  Friction  Products  Division, 
2410  Papermill  Road,  Winchester,  VA 
22601. 

MC  143394  (Sub-II-llTA),  filed 
September  3, 1980.  Applicant:  GENIE 
TRUCKING  LINE,  INC.,  70  Carlisle 
Springs  Road,  P.O.  Box  840,  Carlisle,  PA 
17013.  Representative:  G.  Kenneth 
Bishop  (same  as  applicant).  Contract: 
Irregular:  General  Commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
used  household  furniture,  commodities 
the  transportation  of  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  automobiles,  trucks  and 
buses  as  described  in  the  Report 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766,  and 
explosives)  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
International  Paper  Co.,  New  York,  NY 
10017  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
International  Paper  Company,  220  East 
42nd  Steet,  New  York,  N.Y.  10017. 

MC  113666  (Sub-II-12TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
FREEPORT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  A,  Freeport,  PA  16229. 
Representative:  R.  Scott  Mahood  (same 
address  as  applicant).  1.  Insulation, 
Insulating  Materials,  and  Refractory 
Products,  and  II.  Materials,  Equipment 
and  Supplies  used  in  the  production  and 
installation  of  the  commodities  in  (I) 
above;  Between  North  Tonawanda, 


Amherst,  Sanborn,  and  Niagara  Falls, 

NY  and  New  Carlisle  and  South  Bend, 

IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Carborundum 
Company,  P.O.  Box  337,  Niagara  Falls, 
NY  14302. 

MC  56244  (Sub-II-llTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant  KUHN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  R.D.  No.  2,  Gardners,  PA 
17324.  Representative:  J.  Bruce  Walter, 
410  North  Third  St.,  P.O.  Box  1146, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17108.  General 
Commodities  (except  Class  A  B’B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles)  between  the 
facilities  utilized  by  D  &  D  Distribution 
Services  in  the  County  of  York,  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS, 
OK  and  TX  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  D  &  D  Distribution  Services, 

Elm  and  Hill  Streets,  York,  PA  17403. 

MC  143394  (Sub-Il-IOTA),  filed 
September  3, 1980.  Applicant  GENIE 
TRUCKING  LINE.  INC.,  70  Carlisle 
Springs  Road,  P.O.  Box  840,  Carlisle,  PA 
17013.  Representative:  G.  Kenneth 
Bishop  (same  as  applicant).  Contract: 
Irregular:  Floorcovering  from  Mobile, 

AL,  to  Sarasota,  FL.  The  transportation 
to  be  performed  under  continuing 
contracts  with  Custom  Floors,  Inc., 
Sarasota,  FL,  for  180  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Custom  Floors,  Inc., 
4426  Central  Avenue,  Sarasota,  FL 
33580. 

MC  13134  (Sub-II-15TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  GRANT 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  256,  Oak 
Hill,  OH  45656.  Representative:  James 
M.  Burtch,  100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus, 
OH  43215.  Foundry  facings,  foundry 
sand  additives,  common  clay,  ground 
bituminous  coal  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
shipment  fAereo/ between  points  in 
Jefferson  County,  AL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  GA,  KY,  NC, 
OH,  SC,  TN,  VA  and  WV  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Hill  &  Griffith 
Co.,  1262  State  Ave.,  Cincinnati,  OH 
45204. 

MC  143394  (Sub-II-9TA),  filed  August 
25, 1980.  Applicant:  GENIE  TRUCKING 
LINE,  INC.,  70  Carlisle  Springs  Road. 
P.O.  Box  840,  Carlisle,  PA  17013. 
Representative:  G.  Kenneth  Bishop 
(same  as  applicant).  Contract:  Irregular: 
General  Commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
used  household  furniture,  commodities 
the  transportation  of  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  automobiles,  trucks  and 
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buses  as  described  in  the  Report 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766,  and 
explosives)  between  Palm  Beach  and 
Dade  Counties,  FL,  and  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contractfs)  with 
Piggy  Back  Shippers  Association  of 
Florida,  Inc.,  Hialeah,  FL,  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Piggy 
Back  Shippers  Association  of  Florida, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1390,  Hialeah,  FL  33011. 

MC 13134  (Sub-II-14TA),  filed  August 
29, 1980.  Applicant:  GRANT 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  256,  Oak 
Hill,  OH  45656.  Representative:  James 
M.  Burtch,  100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus. 
OH  43215.  Lumber,  lumber  products, 
treated  and  untreated  forest  products 
between  points  in  and  east  of  the  states 
of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Columbus  Wood  Preserving 
Co.,  TWP,  Inc,,  and  Sharp  Treated 
Wood  Products,  or  their  customers, 
suppliers,  or  warehouses,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  Columbus  Wood 
Preserving  Co.,  5300  E.  Main  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43213;  TWP,  Inc.,  5300  E. 
Main  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43213;  Sharp 
Treated  Wood  Products,  5300  E.  Main 
St.,  Columbus,  OH  43213. 

MC  151668  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  August 
29, 1980.  Applicant:  ROY  A.  LEIPHART, 
INC.,  1298  Toronita  Street,  York,  PA 
17402.  Representative:  Charles  E. 
Creager,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  MD 
21740.  Contract:  Irregular.  Automobile 
parts:  accessories,  supplies;  or  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  automobiles, 
between  points  in  MD,  DE,  NJ,  PA,  OH. 
MI,  IL  and  MO,  for  270  days,  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Chrysler 
Corporation.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days’  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Chrysler  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1976, 
DetroiL  MI  48288. 

MC  112184  (Sub-II-5TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  THE 
MANFREDI  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.. 
11250  Kinsman  Rd.,  Newbury,  OH  44065. 
Representative:  David  A.  Turano,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Contract:  irregular;  products  derived 
from  corn  and  blends  containing 
products  derived  from  com,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles  from  pts.  in  Lucas  County, 
OH  to  pts.  in  IN,  KY,  OH,  MI,  PA  and 
WV  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Clinton  Com  Processing  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  340,  Clinton,  lA  52732.  ' 

MC  147486  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 
BOARDWALK  SHUTTLE  SERVICE, 
INC.,  133  New  St.,  Glenside,  PA  19038. 
Representative:  Michael  J.  Korolishin, 
1260  Suburban  Station  Bldg.,  Phila.,  PA 
19103.  Passengers  and  their  baggage  in 


special  and  charter  operations  limited 
to  the  transportation  of  not  more  than  11 
passengers  on  any  one  vehicle  not 
including  the  driver  thereof  and  not 
including  children  under  10  years  of  age 
who  do  not  occupy  a  separate  seat  or 
seats,  between  or  near  Phila.,  PA  and 
Atlantic  City,  NJ  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Phila. 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  1617  J.F.K.  Blvd., 
Suite  1960,  Phila.,  PA  19103. 

MC  123255  (Sub-n-3TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  B  &  L 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  1984  Coffman 
Rd.,  Newark,  OH  43055.  Representative: 

C.  F.  Schnee,  Jr.  (same  as  applicant). 
Wine,  from  Westfield,  NY,  to  points  in 
the  State  of  MI  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Mogen 
David  Wine  Corp.,  85  Bourne  St., 
Westfield.  NY  14787. 

MC  146820  (Sub-II-6TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  B  &  G 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  581, 
Worthington,  OH  43085.  Representative: 
David  A.  Turano,  100  E.  Broad  St., 
Columbus.  OH  43215,  Contract: 
irregular;  (1)  paper  and  paper  products 
and  (2)  empty  plastic  bottles  between 
Mason,  OH  and  West  Chicago,  IL,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  IL.  IN.  lA.  KY,  MD,  MI.  MO.  NY,  PA. 
TN,  VA,  WV  and  WI  for  the  account  of 
Liquid  Container  Corp  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper.  Liquid  Container 
Corp.,  1300  Nuclear  Dr.,  P.O.  Box  399, 
West  Chicago,  IL  60185. 

MC  107012  (Sub-II-8lTA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  UNES,  INC.,  5001 
U.S,  Hwy.  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative:  Bruce 
W.  Boyarko  (same  as  applicant).  Non- 
woven,  disposable  surgical  products, 
from  Douglas,  AZ  to  points  in  CA,  CO, 
FL.  GA.  IL  LA,  MD,  MA.  MI.  MN.  MS. 
MO.  NJ.  NY.  NO  OR.  OH.  TX.  WA  and 
WI  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper  W'ill  Ross  Division,  Searle 
Medical,  Products  U.S.A.,  Inc.,  8303 
Elmbrook  Dr..  Dallas.  TX  75247. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  107012  (Sub-II-82TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001 
U.S.  Hwy.  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne.  IN  46801.  Representative:  David 

D.  Bishop  (same  as  applicant).  Games, 
toys,  exercise  and  playground 
equipment  from  West  Point,  MS  to 
points  in  the  US  (except  AK  and  HI)  for 
270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Blazon  Flexible  Flyer,  Inc.,  100  Tubb 
Ave.,  West  Point,  MS  39773. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 


MC  48937  (Sub-II-1)  filed  September  8. 
1980.  Applicant:  (JOHN)  CLARK 
TRUCKING  &  RIGGING  CO..  7685 
Fields  Ertel  Rd.,  Cincinnati.  OH  45241. 
Representative:  Norbert  B.  Flick,  715 
Executive  Bldg.,  Cinciimati,  OH  45202. 
Machinery  contractors’  and  builders 
equipment  and  supplies,  and  articles 
and  commodities  which  because  of 
shape,  size,  form  and  weight  or  inherent 
character  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  special  handling  and 
related  commodities,  from,  to  or 
between  points  in  GA,  IL  IN,  KY,  MD, 

MI.  NY,  OH,  PA.  TN,  VA.  WV,  for  270 
days.  Applicant  intends  to  tack. 
Supporting  shippers:  Globe  Union  Inc., 
8040  Blue  Grass  Dr.,  Florence,  KY.  Lodge 
&  Shipley  Co.,  3055  Cobain  Ave., 
Cincinnati,  OH,  The  G  &  G  Mfg.  Co., 

4015  Red  Bank  Rd.,  Cincinnati,  OH 
45227. 

MC  151757  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed 
September  8. 1980.  Applicant:  EDWARD 
CAIN,  Route  318,  Box  9-A,  Grantsville, 
WV  26147.  Representative:  John  M. 
Friedman.  2930  Putnam  Ave.,  Hurricane. 
WV  25526.  Contract  carrier,  irregular 
routes.  General  commodities,  except 
household  goods  and  class  A  and  B 
explosives,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
except  for  AK  and  HI,  under  conbact 
with  Wbt  Inflatable  Specialists,  Inc.,  for 
270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Wirt  Inflatable  Specialists,  Inc.,  P.O. 

Box  1325,  Elizabeth,  WV  26143. 

MC  72069  (Sub-II-8TA),  filed 
September  8. 1980.  Applicant:  BLUE 
HEN  UNES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  280,  Milford. 
DE  19963.  Representative:  Chester  A, 
Zyblut,  1030 15th  St..  NW..  366  Executive 
Bldg.,  Washington,  DC  20005.  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  from  Jarratt,  VA,  to 
points  in  NC.  SC.  GA,  FL  AL  TN.  KY. 
IN,  and  IL,  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Old  Dominion  Beef, 
Jarratt  VA  23867. 

MC  29510  (Sub-II-4TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  EVANS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  7800  Rt.  No. 
13,  Levittown,  PA  19057.  Representative: 
Robert  L  Evans  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Iron  and  steel  articles,  metal 
coated  or  uncoated  equipment  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
thereof,  between  Fairless  Hills,  Bucks 
County.  PA  and  all  points  in  the  states 
of  CT,  MA.  Rl.  NH,  and  return,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Litho  Strip 
Corp.,  299  Canal  Rd.,  Fabless  Hills,  PA 
19030. 

MC  143374  (Sub-U-ITA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  DENNIS  J. 
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DURBIN,  d.b.a.  DURBIN  TRANSPORT, 
17683  Oakmont  Ave.,  Gaitherburg,  MD 
20760.  Representative:  H.  Neil  Garso, 
3251  Old  Lee  Hwy.,  Fairfax,  VA  22030. 
Contract,  irreguar:  Pizzas,  pizza  crusts 
and  pizza  ingredients,  between  the 
facilities  of  Baltimore  Pizza  Crust  Co., 
Inc.  at  or  near  Baltimore,  MD  and 
Benton  Harbor  and  Detroit,  MI  and 
Montgomery,  AL,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Baltimore 
Pizza  Crust  Co.,  Inc.,  3215  Lohrs  Lane, 
Baltimore,  MD  21229. 

MC 110525  {Sub-II-16TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 
CHEMICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES, 
INC.,  520  E.  Lancaster  Ave., 
Downingtown,  PA  19335. 

Representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  applicant].  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lawrence,  KS  to 
pts.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK 
and  TX,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  FMC  Corp.,  2000  Market  St., 
Phila.,  PA  19103. 

MC  150183  (Sub-II-2TA},  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  CASSCO 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  Div.  of 
Cassco  Corp.,  125  W.  Bruce  St. 
Harrisonburg,  VA  22801.  Representative: 
)ame  M.  Hodge,  1980  Financial  Center, 
Des  Moines,  lA  50309.  Building 
materials  (except  in  bulk),  from  pts.  in 
the  US  east  of  the  Mississippi  River  to 
the  facilities  of  Rocco  Bldg.  Supplies, 

Inc.  at  Harrisonburg,  VA,  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Rocco 
Bldg.  Supplies,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  669, 
Harrisonburg,  VA  22801. 

MC  151765  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  JOHN 
FRANCIS  BAKER,  SR,  &  ROBERT  LEE 
BAKER,  Baker’s  Garage,  8414 
Washington  Blvd.,  Jessup,  MD  20794. 
Representative:  Michael  C.  Hodes,  110 
E.  Madison  St.,  Baltimore,  MD  20794. 
Pawning  wrecked,  disabled  or 
recovered  stolen  vehicles  and 
replacement  vehicles,  between  pts.  in 
DE.  DC,  MD,  NJ,  NC,  PA,  VA  and  WV 
for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shippers: 
There  are  6  supporting  shippers.  Their 
statements  may  be  viewed  at  the  ICC 
Regional  Office  in  Phila.,  PA. 

MC  151767  (Sub-II-lTAJ,  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  BOYD  F. 
POWERS  AND  MICHAEL  J.  POWERS, 
d.b.a.  Powers  Trucking  Co.,  52  Market 
St.,  Box  791,  Lock  Haven,  PA  17745, 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 
Suite  805,  666 11th  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  (IJ  Malt 
beverages  from  Detroit,  MI  to  points  in 
PA;  and  (2]  used  containers  and  pallets 
from  points  in  PA  to  Detroit,  MI,  for  270 


days.  Supporting  shipper:  Stroh’s 
Brewing  Co.,  One  Stroh  Dr.,  Detroit,  MI 
48226. 

MC  151797  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed 
September  10. 1980.  Applicant: 
MITCHELL’S  DELIVERY  SERVICE,  2227 
Brandywine  St.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19130. 
Representative:  Andrew  D.  Lipman,  1776 
F.  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20002. 
Contract;  irregular:  Chemicals 
(excluding  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  or  in  hopper-type  vehicles), 
from  the  facilities  of  George  A.  Rowley 
Co.,  Philadelphia,  PA  to  points  in  MA, 
CT,  NY,  NJ,  PA,  MD,  DC,  DE,  VA  and 
WV  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  George  A.  Rowley  Co.,  937 
North  Front  St.,  Philadelphia,  PA. 

MC  107012  (Sub-II-84TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001 
U.S.  Hwy.  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative:  David 
D.  Bishop  (same  as  applicant].  Plastic 
cups,  bowls,  lids  and  flower  pots,  from 
the  facilities  of  Packer  Plastics,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Lawrence,  KS  to  points  in  CA, 
GA,  MD,  NJ,  NV,  NY,  OH,  PA  and  TX; 
from  the  facilities  of  Packer  Plastics, 

Inc.,  at  or  near  Reno,  NV  to  points  in 
CA,  GA,  KS,  MD,  MO,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA 
and  TX;  and  the  facilities  of  Miner 
Printing  Co.,  at  or  near  Lenexa,  KS  to 
points  in  CA,  GA,  MD,  NJ,  NV,  NY,  OH, 
PA  and  TX  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Packer  Plastics,  Inc., 
2330  Packer  Rd.,  Lawrence,  KS  66044. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  107012  (Sub-II-83TA],  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  UNES,  INC.,  5001 
U.S.  Hwy.  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative:  Bruce 
W.  Boyarko  (same  as  applicant]. 
General  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  those  of  unusual 
value,  class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  points  in  the  US. 
(Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Black  & 
Decker  (U.S.]  Inc.  or  its  customers  for 
270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  is  seeking 
authority  for  120  days.]  Supporting 
shipper:  Black  &  Decker  (U.S.]  Inc.,  2721 
Millbrook  Rd.,  P.O.  58490,  Raleigh,  NC 
27658. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  59292  (Sub-II-3TA],  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  THE 
MARYLAND  TRANSPORTATION  CO.. 
1111  Frankfurst  Ave.,  Baltimore,  MD 
21225.  Representative:  Charles  J.  Braun, 
Jr.  (same  as  applicant].  Iron  or  steel 
articles  between  points  in  Jefferson 


County  and  Butler  County,  OH,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Baltimore, 
MD  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipperjsj:  International  Trade  Funding 
Corp.,  342  Madison  Ave.,  Suite  1118, 

New  York,  NY  10022. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  3.  Send  protests  to  ICC, 
Regional  Authority  Center,  P.O.  Box 
7600,  Atlanta,  GA  30357. 

MC  138882  (Sub-3-25TA].  filed 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant:  WILEY 
SANDERS  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081. 
Representative:  John  J.  Dykema  (same 
address  as  applicant],  (a)  Malt 
beverages  (except  in  bulk)  and  related 
advertising  materials;  and  (b)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
commodities  in  (a)  above  (except  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  of  Miller 
Brewing  Company  located  at  or  near  Ft. 
Worth,  TX  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  state  of  MS. 
Supporting  shippers:  Burns  Warehouse 
Distributors,  Inc.,  LaSalle  and  Gayosa 
Streets,  Natchez,  MS,  39120;  Central 
Beverage,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  753,  McComb, 
MS,  39648;  and  Murphy  Beverage  Co., 
P.O.  Box  31,  Clarksdale,  MS  38614. 

MC  115162  (Sub-3-llTA],  filed 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant:  POOLE 
TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen,  AL  36401.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address  as 
applicant].  Slag  from  Satsuma,  AL  to 
points  in  FL,  GA,  LA,  and  MS. 

Supporting  shipper:  Mineral  Aggregates 
Co.,  Inc.;  8149  Kennedy  Avenue; 
Highland,  IN  46322. 

MC  148653  (Sub-3-2TA],  filed 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant:  MILTON 
WOODARD,  d.b.a.  WOODARD 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Ripley,  TN  38063.  Representative: 
William  L.  Willis,  Suite  708,  McClure 
Bldg.,  Frankfort,  KY  40601.  Anhydrous 
ammonia,  from  Amorel,  AR  and 
Memphis,  TN  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  IL, 

KY,  lA,  MS,  MO  and  TN.  Supporting 
shippers:  W.  R.  Grace  &  Co.  Agricultural 
Chemicals  Group,  P.O.  Box  277, 
Memphis,  TN  38101  and  Agrico 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3166,  Tulsa, 
OK  74101. 

MC  116254  (Sub-3-17TA],  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  CHEM- 
HAULERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  339,  Florence, 
AL  35631.  Representative:  Mr.  M.  D. 
Miller  (same  address  as  above]. 
Aluminum  Dross,  in  dump  vehicles  from 
Chicago,  Chicago  Heights,  and 
Bensenville,  IL  to  Ft.  Scott,  KS. 
Supporting  shipper:  Minerals  Processing 
Corporation,  1000  3rd  Street,  P.O.  Box 
723,  Bedford,  IN  47421. 
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MC  2900  (Sub-3-19TA).  filed 
September  11, 1980.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  2050  Kings  Road. 
P.O.  Box  2408,  Jacksonville,  FL  32203. 
Representative:  S.  E.  Somers,  Jr,  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Synthetic  fibre  or 
yarn,  between  LeMoyne,  AL  and 
Lewisburg,  PA.  Supporting  shipper: 
Courtaulds  North  America,  Inc.  P.O.  Box 
2648,  Mobile,  AL  36652. 

MC  140484  (Sub-3-13TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  LESTER 
COGGINS  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
69,  Fort  Myers,  FL  33902.  Representative: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive  Bldg.. 
1030 15th  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Canned  mushrooms,  from  the 
facilities  of  Four  H  Corporation,  at  or 
near  Imlay  City,  MI,  to  points  in  IN,  IL. 
OH,  PA,  FL,  CO,  NE  and  NY.  Supporting 
shipper:  Four  H  Corporation,  550  W.  4th 
Street,  Imlay,  MI  48444. 

MC  121664  (Sub-3-24TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
HORNADY  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  846,  Monroeville,  Alabama  36460. 
Representative:  W.  E.  Grant,  1702  Isl 
Ave.  S.,  Birmingham,  Alabama  35233. 
Lumber,  Forest  products,  and  Wood 
products.  Between  MS  on  the  one  hand 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  and  east  of 
ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX.  Supporting 
shippers:  Forest  Lumber  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
5535,  Meridian,  MS  39301,  Masonite 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1048,  Laurel.  MS 
39440,  Wood  Specialty  Company. 
Hickory  Grove  Rd.,  Starkville,  MS  39759. 

MC  144827  {Sub-3-13TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  DELTA 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
18423,  Memphis,  TN  38118. 
Representative:  R.  Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.. 
Suite  909, 100  N.  Main  Bldg.,  Memphis. 
TN  38103.  Charcoal  from  the  facilities  of 
Standard  Milling  Company  at  Meta.  MO, 
to  Camden,  NJ.  Supporting  shipper: 
Standard  Milling  Company.  P.O.  Box 
410,  Kansas  City,  MO  64141. 

MC  151790  (Sub-3-lTA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 

FLEXIBLE  FLYER  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  INC.,  2010  South  Beltline 
Blvd„  Columbia,  SC  29201. 
Representative:  Timothy  C.  Ross  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier: 
Irregular  routes:  General  commodities, 
without  exceptions,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper:  Cardinal 
Chemical  Co.,  2010  S.  Beltline  Blvd.. 
Columbia,  SC  29201. 

MC  142064  (Sub-3-2TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
CAROLINA  CARPET  CARRIERS.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6,  Williamston,  SC  29697. 
Representative:  Mitchell  King.  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  1628,  Greenville,  SC  29602.  Contract 
carrier:  Irregular  routes:  Floor  coverings, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 


installation,  manufacture,  packaging 
and  sale  of  floor  coverings,  between 
points  in  Floyd,  Murray  and  Whitfield 
Counties,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Commercial  Broadloom,  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper:  Commercial  Broadloom,  Inc., 

P.O.  Box  3707,  Greenville,  SC  29608. 

MC  143204  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  CITY 
TRANSFER  COMPANY.  INC.,  421  East 
Second  Street,  Owensboro,  KY  42301. 
Representative:  William  L.  Willis, 
attorney-at-law,  708  McClure  Building. 
Frankfort,  KY  40601.  Electrical 
equipment,  and  materials,  machinery, 
parts  and  accessories  related  thereto, 
between  points  in  Daviess  County,  KY. 
on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  on  the  other  hand. 
Supporting  shippers:  General  Electric 
Co.,  3301  Hartford  Rd.,  Owensboro.  KY 
42301,  and  Westinghouse  Electric  Corp. 
Lamp  Div.,  2727  Kentronics  Dr.. 
Owensboro,  KY  42301. 

MC  127625  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  SANTEE 
CEMENT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
638,  Holly  Hill,  SC  29059. 

Representative:  Frank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  521 
S.  Cameron  St.,  Winchester,  VA  22601. 
Fly  Ash,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Russell  County,  VA  to 
Orangeburg  County,  SC.  Supporting 
shipper:  Santee  Portland  Cement  Co.. 
P.O.  Box  698,  Holly  Hill,  SC  29059. 

MC  151789  fSub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  EASTERN 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8492,  Sta.  A. 
Greenville,  SC  29604.  Representative: 
Mitchell  King,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1628, 
Greenville,  SC  29602.  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  and  commodities  used  in  the 
production,  assembly,  and  distribution 
of  iron  and  steel  articles,  between 
points  in  Clinton  and  Lycoming 
Counties,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting 
shipper:  Jersey  Shore  Steel  Company, 
P.O.  Box  5055,  Jersey  Shore,  PA  17740, 

MC  141249  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  WEEKS 
CARTAGE,  INC.,  1900  Dahlia  St., 
Jacksonville,  FL  32205.  Representative: 
Sol  H.  Proctor,  1101  Blackstone  Bldg.. 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  ususual 
value,  classes  A  &  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission)  in 
containers  or  trailers  and  empty 
containers  or  trailers,  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water  between  points  in 
Duval  County,  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  FL  and  GA. 


Supporting  shipper:  Hecht  Rubber  Corp., 
6161  Phillips  Hwy.,  Jacksonville,  FL 
32216;  General  Machine  &  Fabrication. 
Inc..  7254  Old  Plank  Rd.,  Jacksonville.  FL 
32205;  Hawkins  Sand  Blasting,  Inc.,  7254 
Old  Plank  Rd.,  Jacksonville,  FL  32205; 
and  Puerto  Rica  Marine  Management, 

Inc.,  Martime  &  Farragut  Sts.,  Blount 
Island,  FL  32218,  P.O.  Box  40044, 
Jacksonville,  FL  32203. 

MC  146281  (Sub-3-12TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  SILVEft 
FLEET  EXPRESS.  INC.,  4521  Rutledge 
Pike.  P.O.  Box  6089,  Knoxville,  TN  37914. 
Representative:  Henry  E.  Seaton,  929 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 13th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Container  and 
container  ends  and  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufactrure,  sale  and  distribution  of 
same,  between  St.  Paris  and  Orrville, 

OH.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  GA,  LA,  and  KY.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Kardon  Industries,  Inc.,  1201 
Chestnut  Street,  Philadelphia,  PA  19107. 

MC  144827  (Sub-3-14TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  DELTA 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
18423,  Memphis.  TN  38118. 
Representative:  R.  Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.. 
Suite  909, 100  N.  Main  Bldg.,  Memphis. 
TN  38103.  Unfinished  raw  materials  for 
flexible  air  duct,  nested  metal  fittings 
and  hardware,  cartons,  jacketing  and 
equipment  from  facilities  of  Atco  Rubber 
Products,  Inc.  at  Ft.  Worth,  TX,  to 
Sacramento,  CA;  and  Greensboro,  NC. 
Supporting  shipper.  Atco  Rubber 
Products,  Inc.,  4920  Mark  IV  Parkway. 

Ft.  Worth,  TX  76106. 

MC  148822  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  SUPER 
TRUCKERS,  INC.,  3900  Commerce 
Avenue,  Fairfield,  AL  35024. 
Representative:  Gerald  D.  Colvin,  Jr..  603 
Frank  Nelson  Bldg.,  Birmingham,  AL 
35203.  Contract,  irregular:  Plastic  pipe 
and  fittings,  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  transportation, 
manufacture  and  installation  of  plastic 
pipe  and  fittings,  between  the  facilities 
of  Samson  Plastic  Pipe,  in  Geneva 
County,  AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  FL,  GA,  LA,  MS. 
OK,  TN,  and  TX.  Supporting  shipper: 
Samson  Plastic  Pipe,  P.O.  Box  325, 
Samson,  AL  36477. 

MC  121811  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
McCLELLAN’S  ENTERPRISES.  INC.. 
Hwy.  41  S.,  P.O.  Box  1327,  Tifton,  GA 
31794.  Representative:  Art  McClellan 
(same  as  applicant).  Plastic  pipe  and 
PVC  fittings,  irrigation  equipment,  and 
water  treatment  supplies,  betw'een 
Thomas  County,  GA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  NC,  SC. 
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TN  and  all  points  on  and  north  of 
Florida  State  Hwy.  50.  Supporting 
shipper:  Davis  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
1419,  Thomasville,  GA  31792. 

MC  148202  (Sub-3-lTA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  K  &  W 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  19133, 
Greensboro,  NC  27410.  Representative: 
William  J.  Boyd,  P.C.,  2021  Midwest 
Road,  Suite  205,  Oak  Brook,  IL  60521. 
Contract  carrier,  irregular  Routes:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  and  used  by 
manufacturers,  distributors  and 
wholesalers  of  health  and  beauty  aids, 
between  the  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
Commercial  Zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  and  places  in  AL, 

AR.  CO,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN.  lA,  KS. 
KY,  LA,  ME,  MD,  MA.  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO. 
NE,  NH,  NJ.  NY.  NC.  OH,  OK,  PA.  RI. 

SC,  TN.  TX.  UT.  VT.  VA.  WV,  WI  and 
DC,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Vidal  Sassoon,  Inc.  Supporting  shipper: 
Vidal  Sassoon,  Inc.,  9640  Owensmouth 
Avenue,  Chatsworth,  CA  91311. 

MC  148202  (Sub-3-2TA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  K  &  W 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  19133, 
Greensboro,  NC  27410.  Representative: 
William  J.  Boyd,  2021  Midwest  Road, 
Suite  205,  Oak  Brook  IL  60521.  Contract 
carrier,  irregular  routes:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  and  used  by 
manufactueres,  distributors  and 
wholesalers  of  health  and  beauty  aids, 
between  Greensboro,  NC.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

CA.  CT,  DE,  FL.  GA.  lA,  IL,  IN.  KY,  MA. 
MD,  ME.  MI.  MS,  NC.  NH.  NJ.  NY.  OH. 
PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  VT,  WI,  WV 
and  DC  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Vidal  Sassoon,  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper:  Vidal  Sassoon,  Inc.  9640 
Owensmouth  Avenue,  Chatsworth,  CA 
91311. 

MC  148761  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  J.  E. 
JACKSON  POULTRY  &  PRODUCE, 

INC.,  1717  Princeton  Avenue, 
Birmingham,  AL  35211.  Representative: 
Milton  W.  Flack,  8383  Wilshire  Blvd., 
Suite  900,  Beverly  Hills,  CA  90211. 
Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes: 
aluminum  andfiber^ass  insect 
screening,  aluminum  nails,  aluminum 
wire,  and  vinyl  coated  yarns  from  the 
facilities  of  Phifer  Wire  Products,  Inc.  at 
or  near  Tuscaloosa,  AL,  to  Phoenix,  AZ, 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  and  Stockton,  CA,  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Phifer 
Wire  I^oducts,  Inc.,  4400  Kauloosa 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  1700,  Tuscaloosa,  AL 
35401. 

MC  147511  (Sub-3-lTA},  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  DELMER 
RAY  IPOCK,  d.b.a.  EAST  CAROLINA 
CARTAGE  CO.,  P.O.  Box  1245,  Kinston. 
NC  28501.  Representative:  Ralph 


McDonald,  Attorney  at  Law,  P.O.  Box 
2246,  Raleigh,  NC  27602.  Cores  and  tubes 
from  the  facilities  of  Alton  Boxboard 
Company  in  Onslow  County,  NC  to 
Points  in  Berkeley  County,  SC. 

Supporting  Shipper(s):  Alton  Boxboard 
Company,  P.O.  Box  398,  Jacksonville, 

NC  28540. 

MC  150643  {Sub-3-lTAJ.  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
BENNETT  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  569,  McDonough,  GA  30253. 
Representative:  Frank  D.  Hall,  Postell  & 
Hall,  P.C.,  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd.. 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Iron  and  steel 
and  iron  and  steel  articles,  between 
Moundridge  (McPherson  County),  KS,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  all 
points  in  the  .  Supporting 

shipper:  The  Bradbury  Company,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  667,  Moundridge,  KS  67107. 

MC  11220  (Sub-3-8TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 

GORDONS  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  185 
West  McLemore  Avenue,  Memphis,  TN 
38101.  Representative:  James  J.  Emigh, 
P.O.  Box  59,  Memphis,  TN  38101. 
Common  carrier,  regular  routes;  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  Osceola,  WI  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
authorized  regular  route  operations  from 
and  to  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN. 
Applicant  intends  to  tack  its  existing 
authority  and  to  interline  with  other 
carriers.  Supporting  shippers:  Northern 
Metal  Specialty  Div.  Western  Industries, 
Inc.,  Osceola,  WI  and  Sharp 
Manufacturing  Company,  Memphis,  TN. 

MC  129712  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
BENNETT  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  569,  McDonough,  GA  30253. 
Representative:  Frank  D.  Hall,  Postell  & 
Hall,  P.C.,  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd.. 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Contract, 
irregular.  Lumber,  treated  and 
untreated,  plywood,  waferboard,  and 
building  materials,  between  all  points  in 
the  U.S.,  except  AK  and  HI,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Erb  Lumber  Company.  Supporting 
shipper:  Erb  Lumber  Company,  325  S. 
Eton  Rd.,  Birmingham,  MI  48012. 

MC  107515  (Sub-3-62TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  GA 
30050.  Representative:  Alan  E.  Serby; 
Richard  M.  Tettelbaum,  3390  Peachtree 
Rd.,  N.E.,  5th  Floor — Lenox  Towers 
South,  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  (1)  Cleaning 
compounds,  buffing  and  polishing 
compounds,  textile  softener,  lubricants. 


hypochlorite  solution,  deodorants, 
disinfectants,  paints,  plastic  bags  and 
filters  (except  commodities  in  bulk)  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  commodities  named  in 
(1)  above  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
between  Garland,  TX;  San  Jose,  CA;  and 
City  of  Industry,  CA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S., 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Economics  Laboratory,  Inc. 

Supporting  shipper:  Economics 
Laboratory,  Inc.,  Osborn  Building,  St. 

Paul,  MN  55102. 

MC  107515  (Sub-3-6lTA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CO., 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  GA 
30050.  Representative:  Alan  E.  Serby, 

Esq.,  3390  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.E.,  5th  Floor- 
Lenox  Towers  South,  Atlanta,  GA  30326. 
General  Commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
used  household  goods,  articles  of 
unusual  value,  and  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment)  from  facilities  ' 
of  the  Contexx  Corporation  at  or  near 
Burlington,  NC  to  Butte,  MT;  Denver, 

CO;  Dallas  (Garland),  El  Paso  and 
Houston,  TX;  Kansas  City,  MO;  Little 
Rock,  AR;  Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa, 

OK;  Omaha,  NE;  Phoenix  and  Tempe, 

AZ;  Salt  Lake  City,  UT;  Seattle,  Bellevue 
and  Spokane,  WA;  Los  Angeles,  Santa 
Fe  Springs,  Sacramento,  San  Diego,  San 
Francisco  and  Fremont,  CA;  Portland 
and  Clackamus,  OR;  Richmond  and 
Chester,  VA;  Washington,  DC  and 
Landover,  MD.  Supporting  shipper; 
Contexx  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  2748,  673 
Gilmer  Street,  Burlington,  NC  27215. 

MC  139958  (Sub-3-8TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  R.  T. 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  2334  Millers 
Lane,  Louisville,  KY  40216. 
Representative:  Rudy  Yessin,  113  West 
Main  St.,  Frankfort,  KY  40601.  Common 
carrier,  regular  routes.  General 
Commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  Explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment.) 
Between  the  facilities  of  Hobart 
Corporation  at  or  near  Seymour,  IN  and 
Scottsburg,  IN,  via  U.S.  Highway  31. 
Tacking  is  requested  and  interlining  at 
Louisville,  KY.  Supporting  shipper: 
Hobart  Corporation,  World 
Headquarters  Avenue,  Troy,  OH  45374. 

MC  146226  (Sub-III-2TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  J  &  P 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  457, 
Lincolnton,  NC  28092.  Representative: 
Dwight  L.  Koerger,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1320, 110 
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N.  2nd  St.,  Clearfield,  PA  16830.  Textiles 
and  textile  products,  from  the 
warehouse  facilities  used  by  Courtaulds 
North  America,  Inc.,  at  Lincolnton.  NC. 
to  points  in  SC,  GA,  AL,  and  LA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Courtaulds  North 
America,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2648,  Mobile.  AL 
36601. 

MC  95540  (Sub-3-18TA),  filed 
S^tember  5, 1980.  Applicant: 

WATKINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  1144 
West  Griffin  Road,  P.O.  Box  1636. 
Lakeland,  Florida  33802.  Representative: 
Paul  E.  Weaver  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Thread  and  related  sewing 
articles  from  Doraville  and  Albany,  GA  ' 
to  TX,  IL,  OH,  KS,  MO  and  MA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Coats  &  Clark’s 
Sales  Corp.,  2915  NE  Parkway. 

Doraville,  GA  30360. 

MC  107515  (Sub-3-66TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  GO¬ 
ING.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Forest  Park.  GA 
30050.  Representative:  Alan  E.  Serby, 
Esq.,  3390  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.E.,  5th  Floor- 
Lenox.Towers  South,  Atlanta,  GA  30328. 
Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk)  and 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  production,  sale  and  distribution 
therof  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
restricted  to  shipments  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  the  Pillsbury 
Company  and  its  subsidiaries. 

Supporting  shipper:  The  Pillsbury 
Company,  608  Second  Avenue  South. 
Minneapolis,  MN  55337. 

MC  145222  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  GLADES 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  3709  Meadow 
Lane,  P.O.  Box  1623,  Ft.  Myers,  FL  33902. 
Representative:  Gregory  A.  Presnell, 

P.O.  Box  231,  Orlando.  FL  32802. 

Common  carrier,  regular  routes: 
Passengers,  baggage,  express  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  (1)  between  Tampa  and 
Lakeland,  FL  over  Interstate  Hwy  4,  (2) 
between  Belle  Glade  and  Pahokee,  FL 
over  FL  Hwy  715  and  U.S.  Hwy  441,  and 
(3)  between  Pahokee  and  West  Palm 
Beach,  FL  over  FL  Hwy  717 -and  U.S. 
Hwy  98,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
There  are  approximately  9  statements  of 
support  to  the  application  which  may  be 
examined  at  the  Atlanta  ICC  Regional 
Office. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  in  MC 
145222. 

MC  95540  (Sub-3-17TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 

WATKINS  MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  1144 
West  Griffin  Road,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Lalceland,  FL  33802.  Representative:  Paul 
E.  Weaver  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Foodstuffs  from  Memphis.  TN  to  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Supporting  shipper:  Adams  Packing 


Association,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  37, 
Aubumdale,  FL  33823. 

MC  59150  (Sub-3-7TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  PLOOF 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1414  Lindrose 
Street,  Jacksonville,  FL  32206. 
Representative:  Martin  Sack,  Jr.,  203 
Marine  National  Bank  Bldg.,  311  W. 
Duval  Street,  Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  Air 
conditioning  equipment,  furnaces,  and 
component  parts  and  accessories 
thereof  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  utilized  in  the  manufacture, 
sale  and  distribution  of  said 
commodities,  between  Warren, 

Davidson  and  Rutherford  Counties,  TN. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  within  the  states  of  AL,  GA,  LA. 
MS,  SC,  NC,  and  VA.  Supporting 
shipper:  Carrier  Air  Conditioning  Group 
Divisions  of  Carrier  Corporation.  P.O, 
Box  4808,  Carrier  Parkway,  Syracuse. 

NY  13221. 

MC  125037  (Sub-3-2TA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  DIXIE 
MIDWEST  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
372,  Greensboro,  AL  36744, 
Representative:  John  R.  Frawley,  Jr.. 

5506  Crestwood  Blvd.,  Birmingham,  AL 
35212.  Interior  packaging  boards,  blocks 
or  panels  of  expanded  honeycomb, 
between  the  facilities  of  International 
Honeycomb  Corp.  located  in  or  near 
Park  Forest  South,  IL  and  Michigan  City. 
IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  FL,  MS,  LA,  MO. 
OK,  TN  and  TX.  Supporting  shipper: 
International  Honeycomb  Corp.,  1149 
Central  Avenue,  Park  Forest  South,  IL 
60466. 

MC  107515  (Sub-3-65TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CO.. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  GA 
30050.  Representative:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell, 
Esq.,  3390  Peachtree  Road,  N.E.,  5th 
Floor — Lenox  Towers  South,  Atlanta. 
GA  30326.  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and  chain 
grocery  houses  between  the  facilities  of 
Southern  Warehouse  located  at  or  near 
Memphis,  TN  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  US  (except  AK 
and  HI).  Supporting  shipper:  Southern 
Warehouse,  Inc,,  4013  ftemier  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  30149,  Memphis.  TN  38130. 

MC  115654  (Sub-3-2TA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 
TENNESSEE  CARTAGE  CO..  INC..  P.O. 
Box  23193,  Nashville,  TN  37202. 
Representative:  Jackie  Hastings  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Frozen  foods  and 
the  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities,  (1)  from  the  facilities 
of  Southern  Frozen  Foods  Division, 
Seabrook  Foods,  Inc,,  in  Montezuma. 
GA,  to  points  in  AL,  AR.  IL,  IN.  KY.  LA, 


MO,  MS.  OH,  TN.  WV,  and  that  part  of 
MI  on  and  south  of  MI  Hwy  21,  and  (2) 
from  points  in  AL,  AR,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA, 

MO,  MS,  OH,  TN,  WV,  and  that  part  of 
MI  on  and  south  of  MI  Hwy  21  to  the 
facilities  of  Southern  Frozen  Foods 
Division,  Seabrook  Foods  at 
Montezuma,  GA.  Supporting  shipper: 
Southern  Frozen  Foods  Division, 

Seabrook  Foods,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  306, 
Montezuma,  GA  31063. 

.  MC  107515  (Sub-3-64TA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  GO¬ 
ING..  P.O.  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  GA 
30050.  Representative:  Allan  E.  Serby, 
Esq..  3390  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  5th  Floor, 
Lennox  Towers  South,  Atlanta,  GA 
30326.  Textile  products,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation  and  sale  thereof  (except  in 
bulk)  (1)  from  Marietta  and  Beach 
Creek.  PA  to  points  in  VA,  NC,  SC,  GA. 
FL,  AL  and  TN,  and  (2)  from  Dalton  and 
Ringgold,  GA  and  Winchester,  TN  to 
points  in  VA,  MD,  DE,  NJ,  NY.  CT.  RI. 
MA.  VT.  NH,  ME,  OH,  PA  and  DC. 
Supporting  shipper:  Armstrong  World 
Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3001,  Lancaster 
PA  17604. 

MC  107515  (Sub-3-63TA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CO.. 

INC-  P.O.  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  GA 
30050.  Representatives:  Alan  E.  Serby; 
Richard  M.  Tettelbaum,  3390  Peachtree 
Room  NE.,  5th  Floor,  Lennox  Towers 
South.  Atlanta.  GA  30326.  (1)  Air 
conditioning  and  heating  equipment, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  sale  of  the  commodities 
in  (1)  above,  from  the  facilities  of 
Fedders  Corporation  at  or  near  Edison, 
NJ  to  points  in  AL,  FL.  GA.  MS,  NC,  SC. 
and  TN.  Supporting  shipper:  Fedders 
Corporation,  Woodbridge,  Edison,  NJ 
088j[7. 

MC  93649  (Sub-3-lTA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  GAINES 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC-  1-40  West  (P.O. 
Box  1549),  Hickory.  NC  28601. 
Representative:  Dennis  Gaines  (same  as 
applicant).  Textile  and  textile  products 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  textile  and  textile 
products,  between  points  in  NC,  SC,  and 
GA.  Applicant  proposes  to  tack  with 
existing  authority  in  MC-93649. 
Supporting  shipper:  There  are  11 
statements  of  support  attached  to  the 
application  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  ICC  Regional  Office,  Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  129712  (Sub-3-5TA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
BENNETT  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  569.  McDoi.ough,  GA  30253. 
Representative:  Frank  D.  Hall,  Postell  & 
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Hall.  P.C..  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd. 
NE.,  Atlanta.  GA.  30326.  Contract, 
irregular.  Tractors  (except  truck 
tractors),  between  points  in  Macomb 
County,  MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  all  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  west 
of  ND,  SD.  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX.  (except 
AK  and  HI)  when  moving  by  or  for  the 
account  of  Ford  Motor  Company  and  its 
dealers.  Supporting  shipper:  Ford  Motor 
Company,  Ford  Tractor  Operations,  2500 
East  Maple  Road,  Troy,  MI  48084. 

MC 143059  {Sub-3-16TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  MERCER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  P.O.  Box 
35610,  Louisville,  KY  40232. 
Representative:  Janice  K.  Taylor  (same 
address  as  applicant).  (1)  Textile  mill 
products,  and  (2)  machinery  or  supplies, 
between  points  in  Guilford  County,  NC, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Supporting  shipper:  Oakdale  Cotton 
Mills,  P.O.  Box  787,  Jamestown,  NC 
27282. 

MC  129712  (Sub-3-4TA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
BENNETT  MOTOR  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  569,  McDonough,  GA  30253. 
Representative:  Frank  D.  Hall,  Postell  & 
Hall,  P.C.,  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd. 
NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Contract, 
irregular.  Such  commodities  as  sold, 
used  or  dealt  in  by  dealers, 
manufacturers,  and  distributors  of  (1) 
agricultural  equipment:  (2)  industrial 
equipment;  and  (3)  lawn  care  products, 
between  all  points  in  the  US,  when 
shipped  by  and  for  the  account  of  Claas 
of  America,  Inc.  Supporting  shipper: 
Claas  of  America,  Inc.,  431  Stephenson 
Highway,  Suite  105,  Troy,  MI,  48084. 

MC  145760  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 

JOHNSON  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
1327  Highway  13  North,  Columbia,  MS 
39439.  Representative:  Fred  W.  Johnson, 
Jr.,  236  East  Capital  St.,  P.O.  Box  22807, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Machinery  and 
supplies  between  points  in  the  states  of 
AL.  AR,  CO.  DE.  FL.  GA,  IL,  IN.  KS.  KY, 
LA,  MI.  MS.  MO.  NJ.  NM,  NC,  OH,  OK, 
SC.  TN,  TX,  VA.  and  WV.  Supporting 
shipper:  Oilfield  Maintenance  Service, 
Inc.,  524  Lumberton  Road,  Columbia, 
Mississippi  39429. 

MC  140859  (Sub-3-lTA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 

WESTERN  KENTUCKY  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  1245  Center  Street,  Henderson, 
Kentucky  42420.  Representative: 

William  L.  Willis,  attorney  at  law,  708 
McClure  Building,  Frankfort,  Kentucky 
40601.  General  commodities  except 
commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  the  facilities  of  the  Henderson 
County  Riverport  Authority,  located  in 
Henderson  County,  KY,  on  the  one 


hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

AR,  GA,  IL,  IN.  KY,  MI.  MS.  MO,  OH, 

TN,  VA,  WI  and  WV.  Supporting 
shipper  Mr.  Dix  Winston,  Executive 
Director,  Henderson  County  Riverport 
Authority,  Henderson,  Kentucky. 

MC  115654  (Sub-3-22TA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 
TENNESSEE  CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  23193,  Nashville,  TN  37202. 
Representative:  Jackie  L.  Hastings  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Retail  department 
store  merchandise,  from  points  in  AL, 

AR,  GA,  LA,  MS,  TN,  and  VA.  to  the 
facilities  of  Wieboldt’s  Stores,  Inc.,  at 
Des  Plaines,  IL.  Supporting  shipper: 
Wieboldt  Stores,  Inc.,  300  S.  Wieboldt 
Drive,  Des  Plaines,  IL  60016. 

Note. — ^Applicant  proposes  to  interline  with 
other  carriers  at  Nashville,  TN. 

MC  134978  (Sub-3-2TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  C.P. 

BELUE  d.b.a.  BELUE’S  TRUCKING.  Rt. 

3,  Campobello,  SC  29322. 

Representative:  Mitchell  King,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  1628,  Greenville,  SC  29602.  Printing 
cylinders,  between  the  facilities  of  R.  R. 
Donnelley  &  Sons,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Chicago  and  Mattoon,  IL,  Warsaw,  IN, 
Spartanburg,  SC,  Gallatin,  TN,  and 
Lancaster,  PA.  Supporting  shipper:  R.  R. 
Donnelley  &  Sons,  Inc.,  Rt.  57  at  Jones 
Road,  Spartanbuig,  SC  29303. 

MC  151758  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  MARVIN 
HUNT  d.b.a  HUNT  TRUCKING  CO.. 
Route  #2  Box  153,  Danielsville,  GA 
30633.  Representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith, 
Suite  12, 1587  Phoenix  Boulevard, 
Atlanta,  GA  30349.  Contract  carrier:  (1) 
Plastic  articles  (2)  Materials  and 
Supplies  used  in  the  manufacturing  of 
plastic  articles  (1)  from  the  facilities  of 
Sewell  Plastics,  Inc.,  Stone  Mountain, 

GA  to  points  in  IL,  TN,  FL,  MS,  LA, 
TX,  NC,  SC,  AL.  WV,  and  PA,  (2)  From 
points  in  IL,  MD,  TN,  FL,  MS,  LA,  TX, 

NC,  SC,  AL,  WV,  and  PA  to  the  facilities 
of  Sewell  Plastics,  Inc.  Stone  Mountain, 
GA.  Supporting  shipper:  Sewell  Plastics, 
Inc.,  1607  Mountain  Ind.  Blvd.,  Stone 
Mountain,  GA  30083. 

MC  133937  (Sub-3-lTA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 
CAROLINA  CARTAGE  CO..  INC.,  1638 
E.  Vesta  Ave.,  College  Park,  GA  30337. 
Representative:  James  A.  Lanier  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  catalog 
and  department  stores  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment — including 
garments  on  hangers  between  New  York 
City,  NY,  Kansas  City,  MO  and  Chicago, 
IL  and  their  commercial  zones. 
Supporting  shipper:  Montgomery  Ward, 
393  Seventh  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10001. 

MC  142451  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  JAMES  L. 


SMITH  AND  JERRY  ATTKISSON,  d.b.a. 
SMITH  &  ATTKISSON  TRUCKING  CO.. 
Route  2,  Columbia,  TN  38401. 
Representative:  James  N.  Clay,  III,  2700 
Slerick  Building,  Memphis,  TN  38103. 
Used  scrap  firebrick,  from  Nashville,  TN 
to  Columbia,  TN.  Supporting  shipper:  Bi- 
Corp,  11587  Baywood,  Robertsville,  OH 
44670. 

MC  151622  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  SERVICE 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  158,  Eustis, 
FL  32726.  Representative:  Gene  Baugh 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Contract 
carrier:  Irregular  routes:  Frozen  foods, 
citrus  products,  material,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  production  and  . 
distribution  of  frozen  foods  and  citrus 
products  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
except  HI,  including  AK,  under 
continuing  contract  with  Winter  Garden 
Citrus  Products  Cooperative.  Supporting 
shipper:  Winter  Garden  Citrus  Products 
Cooperative,  P.O.  Box  399,  Winter 
Garden,  FL  32787. 

The  followng  protests  were  filed  in 
Region  4.  Send  protests  to:  Consumer 
Assistance  Center,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  219  South  Dearborn,  Street, 
Room  1304,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 

MC  139368  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant;  WILLIAM 
GENE  CLARK  d.b.a.  CLARK 
TRANSFER  LINES,  318  Ninth  Avenue 
West,  Ashland,  WI  54806. 
Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
E.  Gilman  St.,  Madison,  WI  53703. 
Bakery  products  between  Duluth,  MN 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  MI 
(except  Gogebic  County,  MI).  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  American 
Bakeries  Company,  2326  W.  Superior 
Street,  Duluth,  MN  55806. 

MC  151726  (Sub-4-lTA).  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 
SHEYENNE  VALLEY  LUMBER  CO., 

P.O.  Box  276,  Leonard,  ND  58052. 
Representative:  Gene  P.  Johnson,  P.O. 
Box  2471,  Fargo,  ND  58108.  Contract 
Irregular:  Lumber  and  wood  products, 
from  points  in  ID,  MT,  OR,  and  WA,  to 
points  in  MN,  ND,  and  SD.  Restricted  to 
traffic  moving  under  continuing  contract 
with  Lavelle  Lumber  Company.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Lavelle 
Lumber  Company,  115  S.  21,  Fargo,  ND 
58103. 

MC  143636  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  RON 
SMITH  TRUCKING,  INC,,  R.R.  #1,  Box 
59,  Areola,  IL  61910.  Representative: 
Douglas  G.  Brown,  P.C.,  The  INB  Center, 
Suite  555,  One  North  Old  State  Capitol 
Plaza,  Springfield,  IL  62701.  Sand,  rock, 
gravel,  aggregates  and  plant  mixed 
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material  from  points  in  Parke,  Vigo  and 
Vermilion  Counties  in  IN  to  points  in 
Edgar,  Douglas,  Vermilion,  Champaign 
and  Coles  Counties  in  IL.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Albert  Grafton,  Township 
Commissioner,  Young  America 
Township,  Edgar  Coimty,  Box  96,  Hume, 
IL  61932;  Don  Robertson,  Robertson 
Gravel  Company,  Clinton,  IN. 

MC  76266  (Sub-4-7TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
ADMIRAL-MERCHANTS  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  2625  Territorial  Road, 

St.  Paul,  MN  55114.  Representative: 
Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St. 
Paul,  MN  55118.  Foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  The  Creamette  Company  at  or  near 
Minneapolis  and  New  Hope,  MN  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 

An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Creamette  Company,  428  North  1st 
Street,  Minneapolis,  MN  55401. 

MC  76266  (Sub-4-9TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
ADMIRAL-MERCHANTS  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  2625  Territorial  Road, 

St.  Paul,  MN  55114.  Representative: 
Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St. 
Paul,  MN  55118.  (1)  Expanded 
polystyrene  insulation  in  rigid  panel 
form,  from  the  facilities  of  POLY 
THERM  INDUSTRIES,  Inc.  at  Superior, 
WI  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI);  and  (2)  Materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  expanded  polystyrene 
insulation  in  rigid  form  (except 
commodites  in  bulk),  in  the  reverse 
direction.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper;  Poly 
Therm  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  848, 
Superior,  WI  54880. 

MC  151686  (Sub-4-2TA),  Applicant: 
ACME  TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CO., 
INC.,  201  5th  Avenue,  New  Brighton,  MN 
55112.  Representative:  Robert  L.  Cope, 
1730  M  Street  NW.,  Suite  501, 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Contract: 
Irregular:  General  Commodities  (except 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  and  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives)  between  MN,  lA,  ND,  SD, 
WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
CA,  FL,  LA,  MD,  NJ,  NY,  OR,  TX,  VA, 
WA,  and  WI,  under  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Intermodal  Container 
Express,  Inc.,  of  Minneapolis,  MN,  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Intermodal 
Container  Express,  Inc.,  1  Appletree 
Square  Bloomington,  MN. 

MC  151712  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  H  &  S 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5121  Station 
H,  Fort  Wayne,  IN  46895. 

Representative:  Norman  R.  Garvin,  1301 
Merchants  Plaza,  East  Tower, 


Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Swimming  pool 
parts  and  accessories,  from  the  facilities 
of  Ft.  Wayne  Pool,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Ft. 
Wayne,  IN,  to  points  in  AL,  GA,  NY,  NC, 

PA,  TN,  TX,  and  WV.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 

Supporting  shipper:  Fort  Wayne  Pool, 

Inc.,  510  Sumpter  Drive,  Fort  W'ayne,  IN 
46804. 

MC  123294  (Sub-4-lOTA),  filed  August 
29, 1980.  Applicant:  WARSAW 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  Sawyer  Center, 
Route  1,  Chesterton,  IN  46304. 
Representative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Metal  castings 
and  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  metal 
castings  between  Warsaw,  IN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
MN  and  WI.  Supporting  shipper:  Dalton 
Foundries,  Inc.,  Lincoln  and  Jefferson, 
Warsaw,  IN  46580.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority. 

MC  149378  (Sub-4-5TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  KIRBY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  8023  E.  Slauson, 
Montebello,  CA  90640.  Representative: 

-  Mark  Kirby  (same  as  applicant). 

General  Commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment)  which  are  at  the  time 
moving  on  bills  of  lading  issued  by 
Acme  Fast  Freight,  Inc.,  ABC-TNT, 
freight  forwarders  as  defined  in  Section 
10102  (8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  between  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA, 
CO,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  ID,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KS, 
KY,  LA,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE, 

NV,  N],  NM,  NY,  NC,  OH,  OK,  OR,  PA, 
SC,  TN,  TX,  UT.  VA,  WA,  WV.  WI,  and 
WY.  (except  movement  between  WA, 
OR/ID).  Supporting  shipper:  Acme  Fast 
Freight,  Inc.,  ABC-TNT  National 
Transport,  Inc.,  2110  Alhambra  Avenue, 
Los  Angeles,  California  90031. 

MC  147404  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  DONALD 
J.  GETTELFINGER,  d.b.a. 
GETTELFINGER  FARMS,  R.  R.  2,  Box 
241,  Palmyra,  IN  47164.  Representative: 
Robert  W.  Loser.  II,  1101  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Bldg.,  320'N.  Meridian  St., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Foodstuffs, 
except  in  bulk,  from  the  facilities  of 
Vlasic  Foods,  Inc.  at  Greenville,  MS  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL.  IN.  KS,  KY. 
LA,  NM,  MO,  TN  and  TX.  Supporting 
shipper:  Vlasic  Foods,  Inc.,  33200  W.  14 
Mile  koad.  West  Bloomfield,  Ml  48033. 

MC  151725  (Sub.-4-2),  filed  September 
3, 1980.  Applicant:  LEAF 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1155  N. 
Cicero  Ave.  Chicago,  IL.  60651. 
Representative:  Daniel  O.  Hands, 
attorney  at  law.  Blanshan  & 


Summerfield,  Suite  200,  205  W.  Touhy 
Ave.,  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068.  Contract; 
Irregular,  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  producers  of  confectionary 
and  confectionary  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  Chicago. 
IL  and  points  in  its  commercial  zone,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  MN. 
lA,  MO,  OK  and  TX.  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Leaf  Confectionary,  Inc. 
of  Chicago,  IL  Supporting  shipper:  Leaf 
Confectionary,  Inc.,  1155  N.  Cicero  Ave., 
Chicago,  IL  60651. 

MC  6964  (Sub-4-2),  filed  August  12, 
1980.  Applicant:  MID  WEST  MOTOR 
SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA, 
INC.,  219  Maple.  Joliet.  IL  60432. 
Representative:  Derald  Whiteford  (same 
as  applicant).  General  commodities 
from,  to,  and  between  Chicago 
Commercial  Zone  and  the  States  of  CA 
and  AZ.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  There  are  8  supporting 
shippers. 

MC  119704  (Sub-4-5TA)  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  R.  A, 
HARRIS  &  SONS.  INC.,  3501  22nd  St.. 
Menominee,  MI  49858.  Representative: 
Dennis  R.  Harris,  3423  22nd  St., 
Menominee,  MI  49858.  (1)  alcoholic 
liquors  (except  in  bulk  or  tank  vehicles) 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above  from  the  facilities  of  Paramoimt 
distillers,  Inc.;  Cleveland,  OH  (2)  Meier’s 
Wine  Cellar,  Silverton,  Cincinnati,  OH 
(3)  Bardenheiers  Wine  Cellar,  St.  Louis, 
MO  to  points  in  WL  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  named  above 
with  continuing  contract(s).  Supporting 
shippers:  Meiers  Wine  Cellars  Co.,  Inc., 
6955  Plainfield  Pike,  Germantown.  WI 
53022;  Paramount  Distillers  Co.,  Inc., 
3116  Berea  Rd.,  Cleveland,  OH  44111; 
Bardenheier’s  Wine  Cellars,  1019 
Skinker  Parkway,  St.  Louis,  MO  63112. 

MC  108119  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  E.  L. 
MURPHY  TRUCKING  COMPANY.  P.O. 
Box  43010,  SL  Paul.  MN  55164. 
Representative:  James  L.  Nelson,  1241 
Pierce  Butler  Route,  St.  Paul,  MN  55104. 
Iron  or  steel  wire  mesh,  rebar,  firom  the 
facilities  of  Hurricane  Industries,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Sealy,  TX,  to  points  in  OK,  AR, 
MS,  FL,  LA,  AZ  and  I^.  Supporting 
shipper:  Hurricane  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  788,  Sealy,  TX  77474. 

MC  149403  (Sub-4-2TA)  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  SCOTT’s 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1-29  and  U.S.  Highway 
2,  Grand  Forks,  ND  58201. 
Representative:  William  J.  Gambucci, 
Suite  M-20,  400  Marquette  Ave., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55401.  Flour  and 
semolina  flour,  in  bags,  from  Grand 
Forks,  ND  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
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AK  and  HI).  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
North  Dakota  Mill  &  Elevator  Co..  Box 
1078. 1823  Mill  Road,  Grand  Forks.  ND 
58201. 

MC  134369  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 

CARLSON  TRANSPORT.  INC..  P.O.  Box 
R.  Byron,  IL  61010.  Representative:  Allan 
C.  Zuckerman,  39  S.  LaSalle  St.. 

Chicago.  IL  60603.  foundry  compound 
and  premix,  from  Chicago,  IL.  to  points 
in  lA,  MN,  SD,  and  the  Upper  Peninsula 
of  MI.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Hill  and  Griffith  Co..  4606-10  West  16th 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60650. 

MC  147199  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  MWM 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  736. 1400 
Chestnut  St.,  Ottawa,  IL  61350. 
Representative:  Edward  D.  McNamara, 
Jr..  907  So.  Forth  St.,  Springfield,  IL 
62703.  Transporting  industrial  sand  in 
bulk,  from  Serena,  IL  to  the  States  of  MI, 
PA,  OH.  WV,  KY.  TN.  LA.  TX.  OK.  IN. 
lA,  MN,  CO,  ND,  SD.  and  WY.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Consolidated  Zemi  Corporation.  P.O. 

Box  136,  Serena,  IL  60549. 

MC  142059  (Sub-4-8TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 
CARDINAL  TRANSPORT.  INC..  1830 
Mound  Road,  Joliet,  IL  60436. 
Representative:  Jack  Riley,  1830  Mound 
Rd.,  Joliet,  IL  60436.  Insulated  copper 
wire,  copper  rod  and  steel  tubing  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof  between  the 
facilities  of  Cerro  Wire  and  Cable 
Company  at  Maspeth  and  Syosett,  NY 
and  Hartselle,  AL  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI).  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Cerro  Wire  &  Cable  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1049, 
Harselle,  AL  35640 

MC  146121  (Sub-4-lTA).  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  BAY 
CARTAGE  COMPANY,  1122  E.  Barney. 
Muskegon,  MI  49444.  Representative: 
George  A.  Pendleton,  P.O.  Box  51, 
Comstock  Park,  MI  49321.  Contract 
irregular:  Paper  and  paper  products  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies,  used 
or  useful  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  paper  and  paper 
products,  between  Muskegon,  MI.  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL,  AR.  DC.  DE.  FL.  GA,  KY.  LA.  MD. 
MO,  MS,  NC,  OK,  SC,  TN.  TX.  VA  and 
WV,  under  a  contract  or  continuing 
contracts  with  S.  D.  Warren  Company. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper;  S.  D. 
Warren  Company,  a  division  of  Scott 
Paper  Company,  Muskegon,  Ml  49443. 


MC  146982  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant;  D.  J.  LEE 
CO.,  INC.,  Route  No.  1,  Vesper.  WI 
54489.  Representative:  Michael  J. 
Wyngaard,  150  East  Gilman  Street. 
Madison,  Wl  53703.  Such  commodities 
as  are  manufactured,  processed,  sold, 
used,  distributed  or  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers,  converters,  and  printers 
of  paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  from  the  facilities 
of  Consolidated  Papers,  Inc.  in  Portage 
and  Wood  Counties,  WI  to  points  in  TX. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Consolidated  Papers,  Inc.,  231  First 
Avenue,  North,  Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI. 

MC  151329  (Sub-4-lTA).  filed  July  22. 
1980.  Applicant:  MID  WEST  STORAGE 
&  TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  20950  Mac 
Arthur  Road,  Warren,  MI  48089. 
Representative:  Keith  D.  Warner.  5732  -• 
W.  Rowland  Road,  Toledo,  OH  43613. 
Iron  and  steel;  iron  and  steel  products 
and  materials  used  in  the  manufacture, 
process  and  preparation  for  distribution 
thereof  Between:  Cleveland,  OH: 

Detroit,  MI;  Salem,  NH;  Houston,  TX: 
Buffalo  and  New  York  City,  NY;  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Daphne  and 
Mobile,  AL;  Torrington,  CT;  Atlanta  and 
Marietta,  GA;  Cherokee,  lA;  Chicago. 
Rock  Falls  and  Rockford,  IL;  Rochester, 
IN;  Frankfort  and  Louisville,  KY;  Boston 
and  W.  Springfield,  MA;  Baltimore,  MD; 
St.  Paul,  MN;  Omaha,  NE;  Buffalo, 
Carden  City,  Glendale  and  New  York 
City,  NY;  Piqua  and  SpringHeld,  OH; 
Altoona,  Genesee,  Huntington  Valley 
and  Warren,  PA;  Providence,  RI; 
Leesville,  SC;  Chattanooga,  TN;  New 
Cumberland,  W.  VA;  and  Milwaukee. 

WI.  Application  is  supported  by  7 
shippers. 

MC  151666  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  August 
27. 1980.  Applicant:  BARR  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  4109  West  52nd  Street. 
Chicago,  IL  60632.  Representative:  Carl 
L  Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Contract:  irregular: 
General  Commodities,  except 
Household  Goods  as  Defined  by  the 
Commission  and  Classes  A  and  B 
Explosives  Between  Columbus,  OH.  and 
points  in  its  Commercial  Zone,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Chicago.  IL, 
and  points  in  its  Commercial  Zone. 
Supporting  shipper:  Central  Ohio 
Shippers,  P.O.  Box  2622,  Columbus,  OH 
43216. 

MC  114829  (Sub-4-4TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
CARTAGE  COMPANY.  INC.,  West 
Route  30,  Rock  Falls,  IL  61071. 
Representative:  Bernard  J.  Kompare, 
Suite  1600, 10  S.  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago.  IL 
60603.  Contract;  irregular;  Paper,  paper 
products  and  plastic  wrap,  from  the 


facilities  of  Stone  Container 
Corporation,  located  at  Franklin, 
Coshocton  and  MansHeld,  OH,  to  points 
in  MI,  lA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  MO  and  WI,  under 
contract(s)  with  Stone  Container 
Corporation.  Underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 

Stone  Container  Corporation,  360  N. 
Michigan  Ave.,  Chicago,  IL  60601. 

MC  124071  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  LAKE 
STATE  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
944,  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301. 

Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118.  Contract, 
irregular:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributedby  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  arid  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
of  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Macon,  MO 
to  points  in  the  U.S.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Robel  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  St. 
Cloud,  MN  56301. 

MC  123407  (Sub-4-42TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Sawyer  Center, 
Route  1.  Chesterton,  IN  46304, 
Representative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Glass  and  glass 
products  between  Lathrop,  CA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
and  west  of  ND,  SD,  NE.  KS.  OK,  and 
TX.  Supporting  shipper:  Libbey-Owens- 
Ford  Company,  811  Madison  Avenue, 
Toledo.  OH  43695. 

MC  99123  (Sub-4-6TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  QUAST 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7.  Winsted. 
MN  55395.  Representative:  James  E. 
Ballenthin,  630  Osborn  Building,  St.  Paul. 
MN  55102.  Common  regular:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment, 
serving  Watertown,  Mayer,  New 
Germany,  Waconia,  St.  Bonifacius, 
Delano  and  Maple  Plain,  MN  as  off- 
route  points  in  connection  with 
applicant's  existing  operations  under 
Certificate  MC  99123  and  subs 
thereunder,  with  authority  to  tack  and 
interline.  An  underlying  ETA  application 
seeks  corresponding  authority  for  120 
days.  There  are  10  supporting  shippers. 

MC  147198  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  P.  &  E.  I. 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Box  175,  Rossville. 
IL  60963.  Representative:  Thomas  A. 
Graham,  4  West  Seminary.  Danville,  IL 
61832.  Food  or  kindred  products  and  - 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  distribution  and 
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sale  of  food  or  kindred  products 
between  Milford,  IL  and  points  and 
places  in  IN,  OH,  MI.  WI.  MN,  lA,  MO. 
KY,  TN,  and  IL.  Supporting  shipper: 
Milford  Canning  Co.,  Frederick  Street, 
P.O.  Box  27.  Milford,  IL  60953. 

MC  147198  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  P.  &  E.  I. 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Box  175,  Rossville, 
IL  60963.  Representative:  Thomas  A. 
Graham,  Four  West  Seminary  St., 
Danville,  IL  61832.  Containers  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof. 
between  points  in  IN,  OH,  MI,  WI,  MN, 
lA,  MO,  KY.  TN.  NE,  KS.  AR.  MS,  GA, 
LA,  TX  and  IL;  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  American  Can  Company,  Supporting 
shipper:  American  Can  Company,  915 
Harger  Road,  Oak  Brook,  IL  60521. 

MC  113751  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  HAROLD 
F.  DUSHEK,  INC.,  10th  &  Columbia 
Streets,  Waupaca,  WI  54981. 
Representative:  James  A.  Spiegel,  Esq., 
6425  Odana  Road,  Madison,  WI  53719. 
Foundry  castings  and  foundry  products, 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  foundry 
castings  and  foundry  products  between 
Marinette  and  Waupaca,  WI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  points  in 
CO,  CT.  DE,  FL,  KS.  ME,  MD.  MA.  MI. 
NE.  NH.  NJ,  NM,  NY.  ND.  PA,  RI,  SD. 

VT,  VA,  and  WV.  Supporting  shipper. 
Waupaca  Foundry,  Inc.,  Tower  Road, 
Waupaca,  WI  54981. 

MC  146982  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  D.  J.  LEE 
CO.,  INC.,  Route  No.  1,  Vesper,  WI 
54489.  Representative:  Michael  J. 
Wyngaard,  150  East  Gilman  St., 

Madison,  WI  53703.  Such  commodities 
as  are  manufactured,  processed,  sold, 
used,  distributed  or  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers,  converters,  and  printers 
of  paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  from  the  facilities 
of  Consolidated  Papers,  Inc.  in  Portage 
and  Wood  Counties,  WI  to  points  in  TX. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Consolidated  Papers,  Inc.,  231  First 
Avenue  North,  Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI. 

MC  151577  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  COOK 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  R.  R.  No.  1. 
Oglesby,  IL  61348.  Representative: 
Gerald  M.  Hunter.  129  W.  Walnut  Street, 
Oglesby,  IL  61348.  General 
Commodities,  to  include  but  not  limited 
to  silica  carbide  and  those  items  used  in 
the  production  or  resulting  as  by¬ 
products  from  the  production  of  silica 
carbide,  such  as  but  not  limited  to 
graphite,  silica  dust,  coal,  coke,  silica 
sand,  gravel  and  rock,  between  and 


within  a  fifty  (50)  mile  radius  of  R.  R. 

No.  1,  Oglesby,  IL.  to  and  from  points  in 
WI,  MI,  IN,  LA.  OH,  P^nd  NY. 
Supporting  shipper:  ESK  Corporation, 
ESK  Road,  Hennepin,  IL  61327. 

MC  134730  (Sub-4-6TA),  filed  August 
8, 1980.  Applicant:  METALS 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  528  South  108th 
Street,  West  Allis,  WI  53214. 
Representative:  M.  H.  Dawes,  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract, 
irregular.  Water  Treatment  Equipment, 
and  Material  Handling  Equipment,  and 
Parts,  Materials,  Equipment  and 
Supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
repair  of  Water  Treatment  Equipment 
and  Material  Handling  Equipment, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Portec,  Inc., 
Oak  Brook,  IL.  Supporting  shipper: 
Portec,  Inc.,  300  Windsor  Dr.,  Oak 
Brook,  IL  60521. 

MC  150798  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  CKR 
TRANSPORT,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  599, 
Elmhurst,  IL  60126.  Representative: 
Kenneth  Clark  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Chemicals,  toilet 
preparations,  personal  care  items, 
buffing  and  polishing  compounds,  and 
foodstuffs,  (except  commodities  in  bulk). 
From  the  facilities  of  Alberto-Culver 
Company  (1)  at  Atlanta,  GA  to  points  in 
TX  and  FL;  (2)  at  Chicago,  II..  to  points  in 
GA,  MI,  OH,  PA.  NJ.  TN,  TX.  NV.  CA. 
OR,  WA;  and  (3)  at  Sparks,  NV  to  points 
in  CA,  OR,  and  WA.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Alberto-Culver  Company,  2525 
Armitage  Avenue,  Melrose  Park,  IL 
60160. 

MC  135185  (Sub-4-4TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 
COLUMBINE  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
66,  52275  U.S.  Highway  31  North,  South 
Bend,  IN  46624.  Representative:  Charles 
J.  Kimball,  350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600 
Sherman  Street,  Denver,  CO  80203. 
Cleaning,  scouring  and  washing 
compounds,  polishing  and  buffing 
compounds,  disinfectants,  deordants, 
drugs  and  toilet  preparations, 
insecticides,  cleaning  towels  and  cloths, 
other  household  cleaning  supplies, 
chemicals,  hydraulic  cement,  sand,  coal 
tar,  adhesive  tape,  plastic  synthetics, 
paint  solvents,  rubber  cement,  caulking 
and  brazing  compounds,  varnish,  paints, 
phosphoric  acid,  and  titanium  dioxide, 
between  points  in  MN,  lA,  MO,  WI,  IL, 
MI,  PA,  IN.  OH.  NJ.  RI.  CT.  and  NY. 
Restricted  to  transportation  service 
\mder  contract  with  Lehn  and  Fink 
Products,  Co.,  A  Division  of  Sterling 
Drug,  Inc.,  225  Summit  Ave.,  Montvale, 
NJ  07645.  Supporting  shippen  Lehn  and 
Fink  Products,  Co.,  225  Summit  Ave., 
Montvale,  NJ  07645. 


MC  144527  (Sub-4-5TA).  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  BULS  EYE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Suite  2424,  33  North 
Dearborn  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60602. 
Representative:  Patrick  H.  Smyth.  19 
South  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  401,  Chicago.  IL 
60603.  Contract  irregular:  Citrus 
Beverages,  Non-Alcholic  and  Materials, 
Supplies  and  Equipment  Thereof,  except 
in  bulk,  between  Findlay,  OH  and  points 
in  CT.  DE,  IL,  IN,  LA.  KS,  KY.  ME,  MD, 
MA,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NE.  NH,  NJ.  NY.  ND, 
PA,  RI,  SD.  TN.  VT,  VA.  WV.  WI,  and 
DC,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Doric  Food  Corporation.  Supporting 
shipper:  Doric  Food  Corporation,  P.O. 

Box  986,  Mt.  Dora.  FL  32757. 

MC  150746  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed 
September  3, 1980,  Applicant:  DFC 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  45 
East  Main  Street,  Huntley,  IL  60142. 
Representative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Tea,  instant  tea,  and  dry  beverage 
preparations,  between  Fulton  and  Cobb 
Counties,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other.  IL.  IN,  LA,  KS.  KY,  MI,  MN, 

MO,  OH  and  WI.  Supporting  shipper: 
Southern  Tea  Company,  P.O^  Box  7538, 
Marietta.  GA  30066. 

MC  151397  (Sub-4-lTA), 
(republication),  filed  September  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  FLEET  ROAD  SERVICE. 

INC.,  588  W.  20th  Place,  Chicago,  IL 
60616.  Representative:  Gilbert  J.  Green, 
5957  S.  Rutherford  Ave.,  Chicago.  IL 
60638.  Contract;  irregular.  Automotive 
parts,  equipment,  and  supplies,  mufflers 
and  necessary  parts  for  installation,  and 
steel  tubing;  and,  hand  tools  and 
grinding  wheels;  and  raw  materials  and 
supplies,  containers,  and  shipping 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
gaskets,  seals  and  shipping  devices; 
between  Cook  and  Kane  Counties,  IL  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
and  places  in  the  states  of  GA,  IL,  IN, 

KS,  KY,  MI,  MO.  NY,  NC.  OH.  OK,  SD, 
TN,  and  TX.  Supporting  shippers:  Midas 
International  Corporation,  4101  West 
42nd  Place,  Chicago,  IL  60632  and 
Dresser  Industries,  Hand  Tool  Division. 
11100  West  Belmont,  Franklin  Park,  IL 
60131  and  CR  Industries,  900  N.  State 
Street.  Elgin,  IL  60120. 

MC  151616  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 
TRUCKERS.  INCORPORATED.  625 
Dilger  Avenue,  Waukegan,  IL  60085. 
Representative:  James  O’Grady,  1338  N. 
Jackson  St.,  Waukegan,  IL  60085. 
Contract,  regular,  temporary  authority; 
transporting  property;  varnish  printing 
ink,  and  oil  resin  products,  and 
packaging  materials  thereof,  including 
empty  drums,  and  used  empty  drums, 
and  miscellaneous  chemicals,  N,O.I.,  to, 
from,  and  between,  the  commercial  zone 
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of  Chicago,  IL,  as  defined,  and  Peoria,  IL 
on  the  one  hand;  and  Valdosta,  GA, 
Kansas  City,  KS,  Louisville,  KY, 

Charlotte,  NC,  Nashville,  TN, 

Milwaukee,  WI,  and  points  in  PA,  on  the 
other  hand.  Supporting  shipper(8):  Acme 
Printing  Ink  Company,  Inc.,  4010 
Southwest  Adams,  Peoria,  IL  61605. 

MC 135052  (Sub-4-9TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
ASHCRAFT  TRUCKING,  INC.,  875 
Webster  St.,  Shelbyville,  IN  46176. 
Representative:  Warren  C.  Moberly,  320 
N.  Meridian  St.,  No.  777,  Indianapolis, 

IN  46204,  Water  closets  and  faucets:  (1) 
From  Decahu',  MI.  to  points  in  the  states 
of  NV.  TX.  FL.  NC.  AZ.  IN,  and  OK;  and 
(2)  from  Greensburg,  IN,  to  points  in  the 
states  of  NV,  TX,  FL,  NC,  AZ,  MI.  and 
OK.  Supporting  shipper:  Delta  Faucet 
Co..  Greensboro,  IN. 

MC  118612  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 
COLUMBIA  TRUCKING,  INC.,  700— 
131st  Place,  Hammond,  IN  46320. 
Representative;  Richard  Kerwin,  180 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60601. 
Petroleum  or  coal  products  (STCC  29), 
From  Lake  County,  IN  to  points  in  the 
state  of  WI.  Supporting  shipper: 

Industrial  Fuel  &  Asphalt  of  Indiana, 

Inc.,  4240  White  Oak  Avenue, 

Hammond,  IN  46320. 

MC  111812  (Sub-4-12TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
MIDWEST  COAST  TRANSPORT.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1233,  Sioux  Falls,  SD  57117. 
Representative:  Lamo}me  Brandsma 
(same  address  as  applicant).  (1) 
Foodstuffs;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  production  of 
gelatin  products,  between  the  facilities 
of  Geo.  A.  Hormel  &  Co.  at  or  near 
Davenport,  lA  (Scott  County),  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA, 

CT,  DE,  DC,  FL,  GA,  ID,  IN,  lA,  ME.  MD, 
MA.  MT,  NE,  NV.  NH,  NJ,  NY,  ND,  OH, 
OR,  PA.  RI,  SD,  UT,  VT.  WA  and  WV. 
Supporting  shipper:  Geo.  A.  Hormel  & 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  800,  Austin,  MN  55912. 

MC  151080  (Sub-4-2),  filed  September 
9. 1980.  Applicant:  THE  SENATE 
CARTAGE  COMPANY.  INC.,  1010  )orie 
Blvd.,  Oak  Brook,  IL  60521. 
Representative:  Abraham  Diamond,  29 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
(a)  Cleaning,  scouring,  washing,  buffing 
and  polishing  compounds;  germicides, 
solvents  and  liquid  coating  materials; 
miscellaneous  industrial  janitorial 
supplies,  used  in  the  application  of  the 
above;  (b)  Advertising  materials  and 
equipment;  and  (c)  Equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  used  or  useful  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (a)  and  (b) 
above.  Between  the  facilities  of  Masury- 
Columbia  Company  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
continental  U.S.  Supporting  shipper: 
Masury-Columbia  Co.,  Melrose  Park,  IL 
60160.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority. 

MC  30504  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant;  TUCKER 
FREIGHT  UNES,  INC.,  1415  S.  Olive  St.. 
South  Bend,  IN  46619.  Representative: 
Dennis  L.  Klingerman  (same  as 
applicant).  Conduits,  other  than 
earthem  group;  viz;  Pipe  or  tubing,  • 
nickel-iron  chromium  alloy;  nickel 
group;  viz:  nickel-iron  chrome  alloy: 
bars,  billets,  ingots,  rods,  slabs,  plate, 
wire,  between  Kokomo,  IN  and  points  in 
PA  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  219, 
between  Kokomo,  IN  and  Huntington, 
WV.  Supporting  shipper  Cabot 
Corporation,  1020  Park  Ave.,  Kokomo, 

IN  46901. 

MC  105045  (Sub-R4-16TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  R.  L. 
JEFFRIES  TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  3277,  Evansville,  IN  47731. 
Representative:  George  H.  Veech  (same 
as  above).  Coal  washers,  rotary  coal 
breakers,  froth  flotation  machine  flight 
conveyors  and  coalmining  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  operation  of  the 
above  mentioned  machinery.  Between 
Mercer  County,  WV  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  all  points  in  the  U.S. 
except  AK  and  HI.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  The  Daniels  Company,  Rt.  No.  5 
Box  203,  Bluefield,  WV. 

MC  148355  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  A-1 
DISPOSAL  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
301,  400  Broad  St.,  PlainwelL  MI  49080. 
Representative:  George  A.  Pendleton. 
P.O.  Box  51,  5116  Brookgate  NW., 
Comstock  Park,  MI  49321.  Toxic/ 
hazardous  waste  materials,  from  the 
plant  site  of  General  Electric  Company, 
Philadelphia,  PA  to  Ensco,  El  Dorado, 

AR  and  Theodore,  AL,  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  General  Electric 
Company,  1040  E.  Erie  Ave., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19124. 

MC  105045  (Sub-4-15TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  R.  L. 
JEFFRIES  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  3277,  Evansville,  IN  47731. 
Representative:  George  H.  Veech,  (same 
as  above).  Wood  Dust  Filters,  Coal  Dust 
Filters,  Grain  Dust  Filters,  Air  Coolers, 
and  Equipment  Material  and  Supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  above 
mentioned  items.  Between  Mecklenburg 
County,  NC  and  Grand  Rapids,  Zeeland 
Petersburg,  MI,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
Dayton,  Piqua,  OH,  Fortville, 
Indianapolis,  Ft.  Wayne,  IN.  Newport 
News,  Norfolk,  VA,  Las  Vegas,  NV, 
Little  Rock,  AR,  Denver,  CO,  Galveston, 


Houston,  TX,  Hazelwood,  MO,  Duncan. 
OK,  Pascagoula,  MS,  Pekin  and 
Springfield,  IL.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper; 
Pneumafil  Corp.,  Charlotte,  NC. 

MC  149184  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  FIFTH 
WHEEL  TRUCKING.  INC.,  Route  4.  Box 
26,  Black  River  Falls,  WI  54615. 
Representative:  James  Robert  Evans,  145 
West  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Neenah,  WI 
54956.  (1)  Foodstuffs  and  such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  retail  gift 
and  curio  shops  and  catalog  distribution 
centers,  from  the  facilities  of  The  Swiss 
Colony,  Inc.  and  Swiss  Colony  Stores. 
Inc.  at  Madison  and  Monroe,  WI,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.;  and  (2)  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
production  of  the  commodities  named  in 
(1)  above,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  to  the  facilities  of  The  Swiss 
Colony,  Inc.  and  Swiss  Colony  Stores, 
Inc.  at  Madison  and  Monroe,  WI. 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Swiss  Colony, 
Inc.  and  Swiss  Colony  Stores,  Inc.,  1112 
7th  Avenue,  Monroe,  WI  53566. 

MC  125285  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  SKYLINE 
EXPRESS,  INC,  1703  Highway  Two. 
Duluth,  MN  55810.  Representative;  E.  L. 
Newville  (same  as  applicant).  Petroleum 
coke,  from  Dakota  County,  MN  to 
Douglas  County,  WI.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Cutler  Magner  Co.,  12th  Ave. 
West  &  Waterfron,  Duluth,  MN  55802. 

MC  105045  (Sub-4-13TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  R.  L. 
JEFFRIES  TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  3277,  Evansville,  IN  47731. 
Representative:  George  H.  Veech,  (same 
as  above).  Iron  and  steel  articles 
between  Lexington  Co.,  SC,  and 
Douglas,  AZ,  Houston,  TX,  Dallas,  TX. 
Ft.  Worth,  TX,  Atlanta,  GA  and 
Charlotte,  NC.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Pioneer  Steel  Co.,  Cayce,  SC. 

MC  105045  (Sub-4-12TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant;  R.  L. 
JEFFRIES  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  3277,  Evansville,  IN  47731. 
Representative:  George  H.  Veech,  (same 
as  above).  Heating,  ventilation  and 
coils,  also  equipment  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
above  commodities,  between  Rowan 
County,  NC  and  Detroit,  Lansing, 
Ypsilanti,  MI,  Dayton,  Columbus, 
Granville,  Batavia,  Cleveland,  OH, 
Indianapolis,  Lafayette,  IN,  Bowling 
Green,  KY,  Atlanta,  GA,  Danville. 
Fredericksburg,  VA,  Dothan,  AL, 
Spartunburg,  and  Greenville,  SC.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Gamewell,  Salsbury,  NC. 
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MC  105045  (Sub-R4-14TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  R.  L. 
JEFFRIES  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.  P.O. 

Box  3277,  Evansville,  IN  47731. 
Representative:  George  H.  Veech,  (same 
as  above).  Iron  and  Steel  Articles 
between  Lexington  Co.,  SC,  Richland 
Co.,  SC  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other  Chatsworth,  CA,  Van  Nuys,  CA, 
Houston,  TX,  St.  Louis,  MO  and 
Milwaukee,  WI.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Kline  Iron  &  Steel  Co., 

Columbia,  SC. 

MC  126555  (Sub-4-19),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
UNIVERSAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  3000,  Rapid  City,  SD  57709. 
Representative:  Stockton  &  Lewis,  The 
1650  Grant  St.  Building,  Denver,  CO 
80203.  Fly  ash:  between  points  in  WY, 

CO.  NE,  ND,  MT,  UT.  SD  and  ID. 
Supporting  shipper:  Pozzolanic 
Northwest,  Inc.,  2448-76th  SE,  Mercer 
Island.  WA  98040. 

MC  145664  (Sub-4-7TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
STALBERGER,  INC.,  223  S.  50th  Avenue, 
West,  Duluth,  MN  55807.  Representative: 
Norman  A.  Cooper,  145  West  Wisconsin 
Avenue,  Neenah,  WI  54956.  Non-exempt 
food  or  kindred  products  and  equipment, 
supplies  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of 
named  commodities  between  the  plant 
site  of  International  Multi  Foods 
Corporation  at  Melrose',  IL  and  points 
and  places  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 

KS,  OK,  and  TX.  An  imderlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  International  Multi  Foods 
Corporation,  2000  North  George, 

Melrose,  IL  60160. 

MC  135924  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed 
•  September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  SIMONS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  3851  River  Road.  . 
Grand  Rapids,  MN  55744. 

Representative:  Samuel  Rubenstein,  P.O. 
Box  5,  Minneapolis,  MN  55440.  Lumber, 
Lumber  Mill  Products  and  Wood 
Products,  from  points  in  LA,  AL  and  AR 
to  points  in  MN  and  WI.  Supporting 
shipper:  Midwest  Lumber  Associates, 
6875  Washington  Ave.  South, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55435. 

MC  108453  (Sub-4-3TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  G  &  A 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  404  West  Peck 
Avenue,  White  Pigeon,  MI  49099. 
Representative:  Edward  Malinzak,  900 
Old  Kent  Bldg.,  Grand  Rapids,  Ml  49503. 
Contract  irregular:  General 
Commodities  between  Lowell,  MI,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  NY,  OH,  and  IL,  on 
‘  the  other  hand.  Restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk, 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Root- 


Lowell  Manufacturing  Co.  Supporting 
shipper:  Root-Lowell  Manufacturing  Co., 
1000  Foreman,  Lowell,  MI  49331. 

MC  126111  (Sub-4-3TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
SCHAETZEL  TRUCKING  COMPANY. 
INC.,  520  Sullivan  Drive,  Fond  du  Lac, 

WI  54935.  Representative:  Daniel  R. 
Dineen,  710  N.  Plankinton  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Contract 
irregular  Dairy  products,  from  Fond  du 
Lac,  WI,  to  points  in  OH  and  MN,  under 
a  continuing  contract  with  Galloway- 
West  Company,  a  Division  of  Borden 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Fond  du  Lac,  WI.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Galloway- 
West  Company,  a  Division  of  Borden 
Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  987,  Fond  du 
Lac,  WI.  54935. 

MC  145747  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  R  &  S 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3601  Wyoming 
Ave.,  Dearborn,  MI  48120. 

Representative:  Thomas  N.  Hanna,  Suite 
1290,  One  Valley  Square,  Charleston, 

WV  25301.  Fly  ash,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Carbo,  VA  to  points  in 
WV,  NC,  SC  and  TN.  Supporting 
shipper:  Ash  Management  Corp.,  6600 
Powers  Ferry  Road,  Atlanta,  GA  30339. 

MC  141459  (Sub-4-3TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  A.G.S. 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  809  Columbia 
Boulevard,  Litchfield,  IL  62056. 
Representative:  Allan  C.  Zuckerman,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
(1)  plastic  and  plastic  articles,  ft'om 
Litchfield.  IL,  to  points  in  the  U.S.;  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  plastic  and  plastic 
articles,  from  points  in  the  U.S.  to 
Litchfield,  IL.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Marathon  Plastics,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2937, 
Springfield,  IL  62708. 

MC  144121  (Sub-4-7TA),  filed 
September  9. 1980.  Applicant:  LARRY’S 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  720  Lake  Street.  Tomah, 
WI  54660.  Representative:  James  A. 
Spiegel,  Esq.,  6425  Odana  Road, 
Madison,  WI  53719.  Heating  units  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities  between  points  in  WI 
and  points  within  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI).  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Energy  Conservation  &  Technology,  Inc., 
Box  89,  New  Lisbon,  WI  53950. 

MC  108393  (Sub-4-lOTA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  SIGNAL 
DELIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  201  East 
Ogden  Avenue,  Hinsdale,  IL  60521. 
Representative:  Thomas  B.  Hill  (same  as 
applicant).  Contract;  Irregular:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  Retail 
Department  and  Variety  Stores,  except 


foodstuffs,  those  of  unusual  value, 
explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
household  movers  goods  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment  Between 
North  Bergen,  NJ.  and  Kansas  City.  MO, 
under  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  T  G  &  Y  Stores,  a  subsidiary  of  City 
Products  Corporation.  Supporting 
shipper:  T  G  &  Y  Stores,  P.O.  Box  25967, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73125. 

MC  16903  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  MOON 
FREIGHT  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1275, 
Bloomington,  IN.  Representative:  Donald 
W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248,  Indianapolis, 

IN  46240.  General  Commodities  (except 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  articles  of  unusual  value  and 
commodities  in  bulk)  between  all  points 
in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and 
TX,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  The  United 
States  Gypsum  Company.  Supporting 
shipper.  The  United  States  Gypsum 
Company,  Chicago,  EL 

MC  112049  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
McBRlDE’S  EXPRESS.  INC.,  East  Route 
316,  Mattoon,  IL  61938.  Representative: 
Michael  R.  Solomon,  433  Thatcher  Ave., 
St.  Louis,  MO  63147.  Common  carrier; 
regular.  General  commodities,  with  the 
usual  exceptions.  (1)  Between  St.  Louis, 
MO,  and  its  existing  IL  territory  and 
Indianapolis,  IN,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  and  points  in 
Madison,  Bond,  Fayette,  Shelby.  Coles, 
Cumberland,  Clark  and  Edgar  Counties, 
IL  as  off-route  points:  From  St.  Louis, 

MO  over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  Indianapolis. 

IN,  and  return  over  the  same  route.  (2) 
Between  Springfield,  IL  and 
Indianapolis,  IN,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  and  points  in  Scott, 
Macoupin,  Morgan,  Sangamon, 
Montgomery,  Christian,  Macon, 

Moultrie,  and  Douglas  Counties,  IL  as 
off-route  points:  From  Springfield,  IL 
over  U.S.  Hwy  36  to  Indianapolis.  IN, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (3) 
Between  Lincoln,  IL,  and  Indianapolis, 
IN,  serving  all  intermediate  points;  and 
points  in  Logan,  Dewitt,  Piatt, 

Champaign  and  Vermillion  Counties,  IL 
as  off-route  points:  From  Lincoln,  IL  over 
IL  Hwy  10  to  the  junction  of  U.S.  Hwy 
150  at  Champaign,  IL  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  150  to  Ae  junction  of  U.S.  Hwy  136, 
Aen  over  U.S.  Hwy  136  to  Adianapolis, 
IN,  and  return  over  Ae  same  route.  (4) 
Between  Peoria,  IL  and  Indianapolis, ' 
IN,  serving  all  intermediate  pomts;  and 
points  in  Tazewell,  McLean,  Ford  and 
Iroquois  Counties,  IL  as  off-route  points; 
From  Peoria.  IL  over  U.S.  Hwy  24  to  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Hwy  52  at  or  near 
Kentland,  IN.  Aen  over  U.S.  Hwy  52  to 
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Indianapolis,  IN,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  up 
to  120  days.  There  are  26  statements  in 
support  which  may  be  examined  at  the 
ICC  Regional  Office  in  Chicago.  IL. 

Note^Applicant  intends  to  tack  and 
interline. 

MC 151776  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  WILLARD 
ORRICK,  LARRY  FISCHER,  and 
GAINES  POINTER,  d.b.a.  ORRICK 
TRANSPORTATION.  986  Ruth  Uyne, 
Niles.  MI  49120.  Representative:  Paul  D. 
Borid^esani,  300  Communicana  Building, 
421  South  Second  Street,  Elkhart,  IN 
46516.  Agricultural  insecticides  or 
fungicides,  weed  killing  compounds, 
medicinal  feeding  compounds, 
chemicals,  drugs,  medicines,  and 
related  articles  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufacture,  processing,  sale  and 
distribution  of  all  such  commodities, 
between  Kalamazoo  County,  Ml  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other.  DeKalb 
County.  GA.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Upjohn  Company,  Kalamazoo.  MI  49001. 

MC  148708  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed 
'  September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  W.  F. 
DOYLE  ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  d.b.a.  R.D. 
CARTAGE  COMPANY,  4720  W.  55th  St.. 
Chicago,  IL  60629.  Representative: 

Robert  J.  Gill,  First  Conunercial  Bank 
Bldg.,  410  Cortez  Rd.  W.,  Bradenton,  FL 
33507.  General  commodities,  (except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
commodities  which  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment]  between  points  in 
the  Chicago  Conunercial  Zone  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  LA. 
IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  MO  and  WI,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  rail.  Supporting  shipper: 
Seatrain  Lines,  Inc.,  7750  So.  Cicero 
Ave.,  Chicago,  IL 

MC  115651  (Sub-4-8TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  KANEY 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39. 
Rockford,  IL  61105.  Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh  Street, 

N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Fertilizer 
and  fertilizer  material,  in  bulk,  from 
Janesville,  WI  to  points  in  IL,  LA  and 
MN.  Supporting  shipper:  Lein  Oil 
Company,  P.O,  Box  231,  Janesville,  WI 
53545. 

MC  82658  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 
ECONOMY  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2745 
W.  31st  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60608. 
Representative:  Donald  S.  Mullns,  1033 
Graceland  Avenue,  DesPlaines,  IL  60016. 
Malt  Beverages,  Containers,  and 
Incidental  Supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  malt  beverages. 


between  points  in  the  states  of  IL,  IN, 

KY,  MI,  MN,  and  WI.  Supporting 
shipper:  Jacob  Leininkugel  Brewing  Co., 
P.O.  Box  368,  Chippewa  Falls,  WI  54729. 

MC  151787  (Sub-4-1  TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
IROQUOIS  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  Rural  Route  No.  1. 
Clifton,  IL  61927.  Representative: 

Edward  D.  McNamara,  Jr.,  907  South 
Fourth  Street,  Springfield.  IL  62703. 
Imitation  cheese  products  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
thereof  between  Chebanse,  IL  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  states  of  Tn,  Al,  GA, 
WS,  MO,  and  MN  on  the  other  hand.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporing  shipper:  Cheese- 
Tex  a  division  of  Borden  Foods,  Hwy 
4552  R.R.  Chebanse,  IL  60922. 

MC  143708  (Sub-4-2),  filed  September 
8, 1980.  Applicant:  DUP^S 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3965  N.  Meridian 
St.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46208. 
Representative:  Warren  C.  Moberly,  777 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg.,  320  N. 
Meridian  St.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204, 
(317)-639-4511.  Flour,  in  bags  and  in 
bulk,  from  Dowagiac,  Lowell,  Quincy 
and  Frankenmuth,  MI;  Fostoria,  OH;  and 
Lake  Station  and  Indianapolis,  IN  to 
Lake  Bluff,  St.  Charles  and  Alsip,  IL;  and 
the  Chicago  Commercial  Zone. 

Supportng  shipper:  There  are  five 
supporting  shippers. 

MC  14106  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  MASON 

O.  MITCHELL  d.b.a.  M.  MITCHELL 
TRUCKING.  1911 1  Street,  LaPorte,  IN 
46350.  Representative:  NORMAN  R. 
Garvin,  1301  Merchants  Plaza,  East 
Tower,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Contract; 
irregular;  (1)  Iron  pipe  fittings,  from  the 
Facilities  of  Josam  Co.  at  Michigan  City, 
IN,  to  Atlanta,  GA,  Dallas,  TX,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Richmond,  VA,  and 
Cleveland,  OH,  (2)  Materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  (except  in  bulk],  from 
points  in  (1]  above  and  Jacksonville,  AL, 
and  Erie,  PA  to  the  facilities  of  Josam 
Co.  at  Michigan  City,  IN.  Restricted  to  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  the  Josam 
Co.,  Michigan  City,  IN.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Josam  Co.,  East 
Highway  12,  Michigan  City,  IN  46360. 

MC  150248  (Sub-4-2TA].  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  BERNIE 
BERGER,  d.b.a.  BERGER  BROS. 
TRUCKING,  Box  20,  Rural  Route  4, 
Mandan,  ND  58554.  Representative: 
William  J.  Gambucci,  Suite  M-20,  400 
Marquett  Avenue,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55401.  (1]  Manufactured  farm 
implements,  from  Minot,  ND  and 
Ortonville,  MN  to  ponts  in  the  U.S. 
(excluding  AK  and  HI];  and  (2] 
Materials,  supplies  and  related  parts 


used  in  the  manufacture  of  farm 
implements,  firom  points  in  the  U.S. 
(excluding  AK  and  HI]  to  Minot,  ND  and 
Ortonville,  MN.  RESTRICTION: 
Restriction  to  the  transporation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Morris  Rod-Weeder  Company  at 
Ortonville,  MN  and  Minot,  ND. 
Supporting  shipper:  Morris  Rod-Weeder 
Company,  85  York  Road,  Yorkton, 
Saskatchewan,  Canada  S3N  2X2. 

MC  143471  (Sub-4-9TA],  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  DAKOTA 
PACIFIC  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  308  W. 
Blvd.,  Rapid  City.  SD  57701. 
Representative:  J.  Maurice  Andren,  1734 
Sheridan  Lake  Rd.,  Rapid  City,  SD 
57701.  Contract;  Irregular:  Lumber  and 
Lumber  Products  from  points  in  AL,  AR, 
CA.  CO,  FL  GA.  ID,  LA,  MI,  MN,  MS, 
MT.  OR.  SD.  TX.  WA.  WI  and  WY  to 
points  in  IL  IN.  lA.  Kfi,  MN,  MO,  ND,  . 
SD,  and  WI  under  contract  with 
Midwest  Lumber  Associates.  Supporting 
shipper:  Midwest  Lumber  Associates, 

P.O.  Box  187,  Sun  Prairie.  WI  53590. 

MC  139151  (Sub-4-2TA].  filed 
September  9. 1980.  Applicant:  CANUS 
TRUCKING,  LTD.,  150  Sutherland  Ave., 
Winnipeg,  Manitoba.  Canada  R2W  5K4. 
Representative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1030 
15 A  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20005. 
Paper  (except  newsprint),  from  Brainerd, 
MN  to  the  port  of  entry  on  the  US/ 
Canada  boundry  line  at  or  near  Noyes, 
MN.  Supporting  shipper:  Coast  Paper, 
Ltd.,  Vancouver,  B.C.  V6B  2M3. 

MC  151728  (Sub-4-lTA].  filed 
September  4. 1980.  Applicant:  D.  M. 
INTERNATIONAL  ENTERPRISES  CO.. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  25855,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53225.  Representative:  Theodore  Christ 
Seraphim,  407  W.  Silver  Spring  Drive, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53217.  Contract:  Regular: 
Bubble  Bath,  Liquid  Cleaning 
Compounds,  Shampoo  and  toilet  Prep 
Buffing  or  Polishing,  from  the  facilities 
of  Northern  Laboratories,  Inc.  at 
Manitowoc,  WI  to  S.  San  Francisco  and 
Fullerton,  CA,  Dallas,  TX  and  Seattle, 
WA,  Atlanta,  GA,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Northern 
Laboratories,  Inc.  Supporting  shipper: 
Northern  Laboratories,  Inc.,  4701  Custer 
Street,  Manitowoc.  WI  54220. 

MC  151487  (Sub-4-lTA],  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  LEO 
YANCY,  d.b.a.  YANCY  CARTAGE  & 
MOVING  SERVICE,  1941  West  Garfield, 
Chicago,  IL  60636.  Representative: 
Stephen  D.  Froikin,  One  IBM  Plaza. 

Suite  4750,  Chicago,  IL  60611.  Contract: 
irregular  General  Commodities  between 
Green  Bay,  WI  and  Chicago,  IL  and 
intermediate  points.  Supporting 
shippers:  Dearborn  Wholesale 
Groceries,  2801  South  Western,  Chicago, 
IL  60608;  Vallee  Foam  Plastics,  2320 
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South  Foster,  Wheeling,  IL  60090; 

National  Magnesia  Company  of  Illinois, 
1640  West  Fulton  Street,  Chicago,  IL 
60612. 

MC 151574  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
September  3, 1980.  Applicant;  KEVIN  M. 
LA  DUE,  W165,  N4866  Meadow  View 
Road,  Menomonee  Falls,  WI  53051. 
Representative:  R.  G.  La  Due,  8855  N. 

55th  Street,  Milwaukee,  Wl  53223. 
Contract;  Irregular;  Petroleum  Products: 
Finished  Petroleum  Products;  Material, 
Equipment,  and  Supplies  Used  in  the 
Manufacture  and  Packaging  of 
Petroleum  Products.  From 
Oconomowoc,  Wisconsin  to  Various 
Points  in  the  States  of  IL,  IN,  OH,  MI,  . 
and  MN  including  the  Cities  of  Brainerd, 
MN;  Chicago,  Rockford,  and  Peoria,  IL; 
Indianapolis,  IN;  Detroit  and  Grand 
Rapids,  MI;  Cincinnati,  OH.  Supporting 
shipper:  Moraine  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O. 

Box  678, 1212  West  Second  Street, 
Oconomowoc,  WI  53060. 

MC  114194  (Sub-4-7TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  KREIDER 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  8003 
Collinsville  Road,  East  St.  Louis,  IL 
62201.  Representative:  Joseph  R. 

Behnken,  8003  Collinsville  Road,  East  St. 
Louis,  IL  62201.  Bulk  sugar  from 
Hereford,  Texas  to  Edwardsville, 

Kansas.  An  underlying  E.T.A.  seeks  120 
day  authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Holly 
Sugar  Company.  P.O.  Box  1052, 

Colorado  Springs,  CO  80901. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  region  5.  Send  protests  to:  Consumer 
Assistance  Center,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Post  Office  Box  17150,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76102. 

MC  200  (Sub-5-44TA),  filed  August  28, 
1980.  Applicant:  RISS  INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box  100,  215  W. 
Pershing  Road,  Kansas  City,  MO  64141. 
Representative:  H.  Lynn  Davis  (same  as 
applicant).  Paints,  Stains,  Varnishes, 
Thinners,  Cleaners,  NOI,  Liquid,  and 
Paint  Manufacturing  Raw  Materials, 
between  Baltimore  City  County,  MD  and 
Broward  County,  FL.  Supporting  shipper: 
Bruning  Paint,  601  South  Haven  Street, 
Baltimore,  MD  21224. 

MC  200  (Sub-5-43TA),  filed  August  28. 
1980.  Applicant:  RISS  INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box  100,  215  W. 
Pershing  Road,  Kansas  City,  MO  64141. 
Representative:  H.  Lynn  Davis  (same  as 
applicant).  Paper  and  paper  products, 
and  products  produced  or  distributed  by 
manufactures  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products;  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof  (Except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Angelina 
and  Harris  Counties,  TX  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR, 


lA,  IL.  IN.  KS,  KY,  MO.  NE.  OH.  and  OK. 
Supporting  shipper:  St.  Regis  Paper 
Company,  150  E.  42nd  St.,  New  York,  NY 
10017. 

MC  29910  (Sub-5-45TA),  filed  August 

28, 1980.  Applicant;  ARKANSAS-BEST 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  301  South 
Eleventh  Street,  Fort  Smith,  AR  72901. 
Representative:  Joseph  K.  Reber,  P.O. 

Box  48,  Fort  Smith,  AR  72902.  Common; 
REGULAR.  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  serving  Washington, 
lA  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  authorized  regular  route 
service  between  Davenport,  lA  and 
Omaha,  NE.  Supporting  shipper. 
McCleery-Cumming  Company,  Inc.,  915 
East  Tyler,  Washington,  lA  and 
Claendar  Promotions,  Inc.,  1010  South 
9th,  Washington,  lA.  Applicant  intends 
to  tack  and  interline. 

MC  29910  (Sub-5-46TA),  filed  August 

28, 1980.  Applicant:  ARKANSAS-BEST 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  301  South 
Eleventh  Street,  Fort  Smith,  AR  72901. 
Representative:  Joseph  K.  Reber,  P.O. 

Box  48,  Fort  Smith,  AR  72902.  Common; 
REGULAR.  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  serving  Dyersville, 
lA  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  Applicant’s  authorized  regular 
route  service  between  Davenport,  lA 
and  Omaha,  NE.  Supporting  shipper: 

The  Ertl  Company,  Highways  136  and 
20,  Dyersville,  lA  52040.  Applicant 
intends  to  tack  and  interline. 

MC  30844  (Sub-5-20TA),  filed  August 

28, 1980.  Applicant:  KROBUN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  21222,  Tulsa.  OK  74121. 
Representative:  Thomas  J.  Beener,  67 
Wall  Street,  New  York,  NY  10005.  Tires 
from  Eau  Claire,  WI  to  Edison,  NJ. 
Supporting  shipper:  Delta  Tire 
Corporation,  65  Brunswick  Avenue, 
Edison,  NJ  08817. 

MC  71478  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  August 

28, 1980.  Applicant:  THE  CHIEF 
FREIGHT  LINES  CO.,  2401  N.  Harvard, 
Tulsa,  OK  74115.  Representative:  Mr. 

Carl  L.  Steiner,  Axelrod,  Goodman, 
Steiner  &  Bazelon,  39  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Common, 
regular;  general  commodities,  (except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  from  Dallas,  TX,  over  1-45 
(U.S.  75)  to  Houston,  TX,  and  return  over 


the  same  route.  Restriction:  Restricted 
against  the  handling  of  traffic  where 
carrier’s  origin  and  carrier’s  destination 
are  both  within  the  State  of  TX. 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  serve  all 
points  in  the  Commercial  Zones  of  Dallas  and 
Houston,  and  to  interline  and  tack  at  Houston 
and  Dallas.  Supporting  shippers;  Thirty 
supporting  shippers. 

MC  88380  (Sub-5-3TA),  filed  August 

28, 1980.  Applicant:  REB 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  2400  Cold 
Springs  Road,  P.O.  Box  4309,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76106.  Representative:  A. 
William  Brackett,  1108  Continental  Life 
Building,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76102. 
Prefabricated  and  knocked-down 
buildings  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  or  installation 
thereof,  between  Tarrant  County,  TX, 
and  points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting 
shipper:  MBM  International,  Inc., 
Arlington.  TX  76017. 

MC  96878  (Sub-5-3TA).  filed  August 

28, 1980.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
TRANSFER  AND  WAREHOUSE  CO.. 
INC.,  1251  Taney,  North  Kansas  City, 

MO  64116.  Representative:  Robert  L. 
Winsky  (same  address  as  applicant). 

Iron  and  steel  articles:  Anchors, 
building;  Angles:  Arches,  floor.  Balls, 
crushing  or  grinding;  Bands;  Bars; 

Bases,  structural;  Beads,  comer;  Beams; 
Billets  and  Blooms;  Blades,  grader. 

Bolts;  Bolt  Shields,  expansion;  Braces, 
structural;  Brackets,  structural;  Bridge 
Material;  Buckles,  cotton  baling  tie: 
Bumpers,  structural;  Capitals, 
structural:  Castings,  in  the  rough,  as 
from  the  mold,  not  further  finished  than 
dipped  to  preserve  from  rust,  including 
Sewer  Inlets,  in  the  rough  fabricated  or 
plain:  Chains,  other  than  automobile, 
belting  or  sprockets;  Channels;  Clevises; 
Collars,  Covers,  Crabs,  and  Lugs,  boiler 
and  tank,  handhold  or  manhole; 
Columns,  other  than  spiral  columns, 

K.D.  or  collapsed;  Concrete 
Reinforcement  Columns,  woven  wire,  Vz 
inch  mesh  or  larger,  or  welded  bars; 
Concrete  Reinforcement  Columns, 
woven  wire  and  a  combination  of  bar 
iron  or  steel  and  wire,  also  twisted, 
corrugated,  dented,  or  deformed  bar  iron 
or  steel;  Counterweights,  other  than 
sash  weights;  Covering,  ridge  or  hip, 
nested,  in  crates,  not  including  crestings 
or  ornamental  pieces;  Fense  Stays,  wire; 
Flanges;  Forgings,  not  finished;  Forms, 
structural  or  wire;  Gates,  fence;  Girders; 
Gratings,  cast  iron;  Guards,  wall,  cast 
iron;  Guides,  elevator;  Hangers,  joists; 
Hay  Bale  Ties;  Heads,  boiler  and  tank; 
Hoops,  other  than  column  hoops,  K.D.  or 
collopsed;  Joints,  iron  or  steel,  concrete 
road  construction,  with  or  without  iron 
or  steel  pins;  Joists,  Lath,  metal 
expanded;  Lintels;  Metal  Reinforcement, 
including  corrugated  tiling;  Nails;  Nuts; 
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Piling,  except  pipe  or  tubular  tubing: 

Pins,  bridge  or  drift;  Pipe  fittings;  Pipe 
or  Tubing;  Plates,  straight  or  bent, 
puched  or  unpunched,  plain  or 
galvanized:  Posts,  Caps,  or  Bases, 
structural;  Poultry  Netting  Wire: 
Punchings;  Railing,  balcony,  bridge  or 
stair;  Rails  and  Fastenings;  Risers,  stair: 
Rivets;  Rods,  other  than  sucker  or  pull 
rods;  Roofing,  galvanized,  corrugated  or 
plain;  Roofing,  iron  and  wood  cleats, 
ridge  rolls;  Separators,  structural: 
Shafting,  plain:  Sheet,  other  than  Russia 
and  Planished,  plain  or  corrugated, 
black,  leadcoated,  painted,  or 
galvanized,  expanded  or  perforated  lath: 
Shingles;  Shoes,  structural;  Siding, 
including  rock  or  brick-faced,  other  than 
enameled;  Sills,  structural,  cast  iron: 
Skelp;  Spikes;  Spiral  Columns  and 
Column  Hoops,  K.D.  or  collapsed: 
Staples;  Stretchers,  fence;  Stringers, 
stair;  Strips;  Struts,  structural;  Studding; 
Tees;  Ties,  cotton  baling;  Treads,  stair: 
Trusses:  Tubing,  pier;  Tubing,  rough 
drawn,  not  finished;  Tumbuckles: 
Turntables,  bridge;  Valleys,  nested  in 
bundles,  crates,  or  boxes,  not  including 
cres  tings  or  ornamental  pieces; 

Washers;  Weights,  elevator.  Wire: 

Wire,  plain,  galvanized,  woven,  Va  inch 
mesh  or  larger,  barbed  or  not  barbed; 
Wire  Cable  or  Rope;  Wire  Hoops;  Wire 
Strand  and  Common  Fence  Posts,  not 
ornamental:  Wire  Fittings,  Rope  or  Guy 
Clamps,  Clips,  Sockets,  or  Thimbles: 
Wire,  poultry  netting;  Woven  Wire  Field 
Fencing:  Woven  Wire  Cloth  or  Wire 
Cloth;  Zees  between  Kansas  City,  MO 
Commercial  zone  and  points  in  the 
United  States.  Supporting  shipper: 
Primary  Steel,  Inc.,  5600  Stilwell,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64120. 

MC  105566  (Sub-5-13TA),  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKSLEY 
TRUCKING  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1120,  Cape 
Girardeau,  MO  63701.  Representative: 
William  F.  King,  Suite  400,  Overlook 
Building,  6121  Lincolnia  Road. 
Alexandria,  VA  22321.  Glass  Television 
Bulbs  and  parts  thereof,  between  points 
in  Luzerne  County,  PA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  San  Diego 
County,  CA.  Supporting  shipper:  Owens- 
Illinois.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1035,  Toledo,  OH 
43666. 

MC  118959  (Sub-5-lOTA),  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant:  JERRY  LIPPS.  INC.. 
130  S.  Frederick  St.,  Cape  Girardeau. 

MO  63701.  Representative:  Donald  B. 
Levine.  39  S.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  General  Commodities,  restricted 
to  truck  load  traffic,  (except  Classes  A  & 
B  explosive,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  commodities  which  because  of  size 
and  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment)  between  AL,  AR,  AZ.  CA, 


CO.  FL,  GA.  IL.  IN,  lA  KS.  KY,  LA.  MI. 
MN.  MS,  MO.  NE,  NM.  NY.  NC.  ND.  OH. 
OK,  OR,  PA,  SC.  SD,  TN.  TX.  VA.  WA. 
WI,  and  WV.  There  is  no  supporting 
shipper. 

MC  119789  {Sub-5-34TA).  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  226188,  Dallas.  TX  75266. 
Representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  as  applicant).  Foodstuffs  between 
Memphis,  TN  and  points  in  the  U.S. 
except  AK  and  HI.  Supporting  shipper; 
Adams  Packing  Association,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  37,  Auburndale,  FL  33823. 

MC  124174  (Sub-5-19TA),  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant:  MOMSEN 
TRUCKING  CO..  13811  L  Street.  Omaha. 
NE  68137.  Representative:  Karl  E. 
Momsen,  13811  L  Street,  Omaha,  NE 
68137.  Insulation  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  thereof, 
from  Kansas  City,  MO  to  lA,  NE,  IL,  MN, 
Ml,  SD,  WI,  and  IN.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Extol,  3143  Bell  Street. 

Kansas  City,  MO  64111. 

MC  127177  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  August 

29. 1980.  Applicant:  DUANE  E.  HAACK, 
5012  Laurel  Street,  Sioux  City,  lA  51106. 
Representative:  James  M.  Hodge,  1980 
Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309. 
Contract  irregular  Corrugated  metal 
culvert  pipe,  from  Shakopee,  MN  to 
points  in  I  A,  NE,  and  SD,  under 
continuous  contract(s]  with  St.  Regis 
Paper  Company,  Wheeler  Division. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  St.  Regis  Paper 
Company,  Wheeler  Division,  1100  Hoak 
Drive,  West  Des  Moines,  lA  50265. 

MC  129908  (Sub-5-27TA).  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant;  AMERICAN  FARM 
LINES.  INC.,  8125  S.W.  15th,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73107.  Representative;  John  S. 
Odell,  P.O.  Box  75410,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73147.  Foodstuffs  and  kindred  items, 
and  fabricated  metal  products  between 
points  in  CA,  on  one  hand,  and  points  in 
IL,  KS,  MO  and  TX  on  the  other. 
Supporting  shipper:  Carnation  Foods,- 
5045  Wilshire  Blvd,  Los  Angeles.  CA 
90036. 

MC  129923  (Sub-5TA).  filed  August  28. 
1980.  Applicant:  SHIPPERS 
TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  5005  Commerce 
Street,  West  Memphis,  AR  72301. 
Representative:  Edward  G.  Grogan, 
Twentieth  Floor,  First  Tennessee 
Building,  Memphis,  TN  38103.  Fireplace 
logs  made  of  peanut  hulls  from  Suffolk. 
VA  to  all  points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting 
shipper:  Gold  Kist,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1629, 
Suffolk,  VA  23434. 

MC  133119  (Sub-5-2TA),  filed  August 

29. 1980.  Applicant:  HEYL  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  206,  200  Norka 
Drive,  Akron,  Iowa  51001. 
Representative:  A.  J.  Swanson, 


Quaintance  &  Swanson,  P.O.  Box  1103, 
226  N.  Phillips  Avenue,  Sioux  Falls,  SD 
57101.  Foodstuffs,  from  Memphis,  TN 
and  points  in  its  commercial  zone  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  Hi).  Supporting  shipper:  Adams 
Packing  Association,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  37. 
Auburndale,  FL  33823. 

MC  133805  (Sub-5-23TA),  filed  August 

29, 1980.  Applicant:  LONE  STAR 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  48,  Tolar, 
TX  76476.  Representative:  Don  Garrison. 
Esq.,  Post  Office  Box  1065,  Fayetteville, 
AR  72701.  Paper  and  paper  articles: 
Fibreboard;  Plastic  and  Metal 
Containers;  Fittings,  and  Materials. 
Equipment  and  Supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  tAereo/ Between  the 
facilities  of  Container  Corporation  of 
America,  at  or  near  Sioux  City,  lA;  Rock 
Island,  IL:  Kenner,  LA:  Chesterfield  and 
Hazelwood,  MO:  Cincinnati,  OH; 
Muskogee,  OK:  Memphis,  TN;  and, 
Arlington,  Ft.  Worth  and  Houston,  TX, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  US  (except  AK  and  HI), 
Supporting  shipper:  Container 
Corporation  of  America,  Post  Office  Box 
1441,  Ft.  Worth,  TX  76101. 

MC  134282  (Sub-5-2TA),  filed  August 

29, 1980.  Applicant:  ENNIS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  a  Texas 
corporation,  P.O.  Drawer  776,  Ennis,  TX 
75119.  Representative:  William  D. 

White,  Jr.,  4200  Republic  National  Bank 
Tower,  Dallas,  TX  75201.  Construction 
materials  (1)  Between  Dallas  County, 

TX  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
all  points  in  the  states  of  AL,  AR,  LA, 
MS,  MO,  OK  and  TN.  (2)  Between 
Denver,  Larimer  and  Pueblo  Counties, 
CO  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
all  points  in  the  states  of  LA,  OK  and 
TX.  Supporting  shipper:  The  Flintkote 
Company,  P.O.  Box  800,  Dallas,  TX 
75221, 

MC  134467  (Sub-5-lOTA),  filed  August 

29, 1980.  Applicant:  POLAR  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  845,  Springdale,  AR 
72764,  Representative:  Charles  M. 
Williams,  Kimball,  Williams  &  Wolfe, 
P.C..  350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600 
Sherman  Street,  Denver,  CO  80203.  (1) 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from 
the  facilities  utilized  by  Stanko  Packing 
Co.,  at  or  near  Gering,  NE,  to  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI):  and  (2)(A) 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
and  (B)  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  anc^articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in 
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Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  /  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI],  to  the  facilities  utilized  by  Stanko 
Packing  Co.,  at  or  near  Gering,  NE. 
Supporting  shipper:  Stanko  Packing  Co., 
P.O.  Box  127,  Gering,  NE  69341, 

MC  135070  (Sub-5-25TA),  filed  August 

29. 1980.  Applicant:  JAY  LINES,  INC., 

Box  61467,  DFW  Airport,  TX  75261. 
Representative:  Gailyn  L.  Larsen,  P.O. 
Box  82816,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Plastic 
articles,  from  Jersey  Shore,  PA,  to 
Indianapolis,  IN.  Supporting  shipper:  Eli 
Lilly  and  Company,  1555  South 
Kentucky  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  IN. 

MC  135678  (Sub-5-lOTA),  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant:  MIDWESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  20  S.W.  lOth, 
Okla.  City,  OK  73125,  Representative:  C. 
L.  Phillips,  Room  248,  Classen  Terrace 
Bldg.,  1411  N.  Classen,  Okla.  City,  OK 
73106.  Automobile  Body  Parts,  Auto 
Floor  Mats  and  Coverings,  Fibre 
Backing  for  mats  and  body  panels, 
between  points  in  CA,  OK  and  TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  Janesville  Products, 
304  Second  Street,  Burns  Flat,  OK  73624. 

MC  138328  (Sub-5-12TA],  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant:  CLARENCE  L. 
WERNER,  d.b.a.  WERN'ER 
ENTERPRISES,  1-80  and  Hwy.  50,  P,0. 
Box  37308,  Omaha,  NE  68137. 
Representative:  Donna  Ehrlich  (same  as 
applicant).  Stemo  fireplace  logs,  from 
Austin,  TX,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID,  MT, 
NV,  OR,  UT,  WA  and  WY,  Supporting 
shipper:  Colgate-Palmolive  Company, 
1806  Kansas  Ave.,  Kansas  City,  KS 
66105. 

MC  140364  (Sub-5-7TA),  filed  August 

29. 1980.  Applicant:  ARMOUR  FOOD 
EXPRESS  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  2785, 
Amarillo,  TX  71905.  Representative;  R. 

L.  Gordon,  Manager  Transportation,  111 
West  Clarendon,  Phoenix,  AZ  85013. 
Contract,  irregular:  Foodstuffs  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  48  contiguous  states.  Restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Ore-Ida, 
Inc.  and  its  affiliates.  Supporting 
shipper:  ORE-IDA  Foods,  Inc.,  220  West 
Park  Center  Boulevard,  Boise,  ID  83707. 

MC  144603  (Sub-5-16TA],  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant:  F.M.S. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2564  Harley 
Drive,  Maryland  Heights,  MO  63043. 
Representative:  Laura  C.  Berry  (same 
address  as  applicant).  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  &  B 
explosives;  commodities  of  unusual 
value:  hausehold goads,  and  those 
requiring  use  of  special  equipment). 


between  St.  Louis,  MO  and  its 
commercial  zone  and  AL,  AR,  CA,  CO, 
CT,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MA,  ME, 
MD,  MI,  MO,  MS,  NC,  NJ,  NY,  OK,  OH, 
OR,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  VT,  WA, 
and  WV.  (Restricted  to  service  for 
United  Shippers  Association.) 

Supporting  shipper(s):  United  Shippers 
Association,  8000  Hall  St.,  St.  Louis,  MO 
63147. 

MC  146762  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  August 

28. 1980,  Applicant:  BAGNELL  MOVING 
AND  STORAGE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  312, 
Osage  Beach,  MO  65065.  Representative: 
James  C.  Swearengen,  Hawkins,  Brydon 
&  Swearengen  P.C.,  P.O.  Box  456, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  Household 
goods,  between  points  and  places  in  the 
State  of  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and  all 
points  and  places  in  the  States  of  AR,  IL, 
lA,  KS,  NE,  and  OK,  on  the  other  hand. 
Supporting  shippers:  Al  Elam  Real 
Estate  Company,  P.O.  Box  183,  Lake 
Ozark,  MO  65049;  Herman  Bell  Realty, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  148,  Osage  Beach,  MO 
65065;  Brenda  R.  Langner,  P.O.  Box  436, 
Osage  Beach,  MO  65065. 

MC  149240  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant:  DEE  DECKERT 
d.b.a.  DECKERT  TRUCKING  CO., 
General  Delivery,  Tescott,  KS  67484. 
Representative:  Scott  E.  Daniel,  800 
Nebraska  Savings  Building,  1623 
Farnam,  Omaha,  NE  68102.  Contract 
irregular  such  commodities  as  are 
utilized  in  the  manufacture  and 
production  of  glass  and  glass  products 
between  points  in  Pontotoc  and 
Johnston  Counties,  OK  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Saline 
County,  KS.  Restriction;  Restricted  to  a 
transportation  service  provided  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Westinghouse 
Electric  Corporation,  Route  4,  Box  57, 
Salina,  KS  67401. 

MC  151505  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  August 

28, 1980.  Applicant:  RAM  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  P.O,  Box  7232,  Houston,  TX  77008. 
Representative:  Bob  Bunch  (same  as 
applicant).  General  Commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment)  which  are 
at  the  time  moving  on  bills  of  lading 
isued  by  Acme  Fast  Freight,  Inc.,  ABC- 
TNT,  freight  forwarders  as  defined  in 
Section  10102  (8)  of  the  Interstate  . 
Commerce  Act,  between  points  in  CA. 
AZ.  NM.  TX,  OK.  AR,  LA.  TN.  KY.  MS. 
AL,  GA,  NC,  SC.  and  FL.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Acme  Fast  Freight,  Inc., 
ABC-TNT  National  Transport,  Inc.,  2110 
Alhambra  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90031. 


MC  151682  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  August 

28. 1980.  Applicant:  T.  W.  WOODS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1908  Gravois  Road, 
High  Ridge,  MO  63049.  Representative: 
Ernest  A.  Brooks,  II,  1301  Ambassador 
Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63101.  Salt,  from 
Caruthersville,  and  St.  Louis,  MO  to 
points  in  TN  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
65.  Supporting  shipper(s]:  Domtar 
Industries,  Inc.,  9950  West  Lawrence 
Ave.,  Schiller  Park,  IL  60176. 

MC  151687  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  August 

29. 1980.  Applicant;  MAYNARD  F. 
EWTON  AND  GARY  HUTCHISON. 
d.b.a.  JLS  TRUCKING,  614  East  4th 
Street,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76102. 
Representative:  A.  William  Tackett, 

1108  Continental  Life  Building,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76102.  Contract:  Irregular. 
Pumps  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  construction,  manufacture  and 
installation  thereof,  between  points  in 
Tarrant  County,  TX  and  points  in  OK, 

KS,  LA.  AR,  AZ,  and  AL  Supporting 
shipper:  Control  Specialist  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
141,  Roanoke,  TX  76262. 

MC  200  (Sub-5-47TA),  filed  September 

2. 1980.  Applicant:  RISS 
INTERNATIONAL  CORPORATION, 

P.O.  Box  100,  215  W.  Pershing  Road, 
Kansas  City,  MO  64141.  Representative: 
H.  Lynn  Davis  (same  as  applicant). 
Shoes,  boots,  handbags,  and  other 
related  merchandise  distributed  by 
retail  shoe  stores,  between  Hillsborough 
County,  NH;  Hudson  County,  NJ;  New 
York  County,  NY;  Suffolk  County,  MA; 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Scott 
County,  MO  and  Shelby  Coimty,  TN. 
Supporting  shipper:  Wohl  Shoe 
Company,  8350  Maryland  Avenue, 
Clayton.  MO  63105. 

MC  5227  (Sub-5-9TA),  filed  September 

2, 1980.  Applicant:  ECKLEY  TRUCKING, 
INC..  P.O.  Box  201,  Mead,  NE  68041. 
Representative:  A.  J.  Swanson, 
Quaintance  &  Swanson,  P.O.  Box  1103, 
226  N.  Phillips  Avenue,  Sioux  Falls.  SD 
57101.  Chemicals,  drilling  mud  and 
drilling  mud  compounds  and  additives, 
from  Natrona,  Weston  and  Crook 
Counties,  WY:  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  and 
its  commercial  zone:  and  Houston,  TX 
and  its  commercial  zone  to  points  in  LA, 
TX,  OK.  CO,  KS  and  WY.  Supporting 
shipper:  Eisenman  Chemical  Company, 
P.O.  Box  1260,  Greeley,  CO  80632. 

MC  5227  (Sub-5-lOTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  ECKLEY 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  201,  Mead. 
NE  68041.  Representative:  A.  J. 

Swanson,  Quaintance  &  Swanson,  P.O. 
Box  1103,  226  N.  Phillips  Avenue,  Sioux 
Falls,  SD  57101.  Containers  and  lids, 
from  Northglenn.  CO  and  its  commercial 
zone  to  points  in  WI,  IL  GA  and  NJ. 
Supporting  shipper:  Pabst  Brewing 
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Company,  917  West  Juneau,  Milwaukee, 
WI  53201. 

MC  30605  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  THE 
SANTA  FE  TRAIL  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  433  E,  Waterman,  Wichita, 
KS  67202.  Representative:  Mr.  Kenneth 
A.  Willhite,  Traffic  Manager,  The  Santa 
Fe  Trail  Transportation  Co.,  433  E. 
Waterman,  Wichita,  KS  67202.  General 
commodities,  except  Class  A  and  B 
explosives  and  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  serving  the 
facilities  of  Delta  Faucet  Company  at  ■ 
Chickasha,  OK,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  presently 
certificated  regular  route  operations  at 
Oklahoma  City,  OK.  Supporting  shipper: 
Delta  Faucet  Company,  Chickasha,  OK 
73018. 

MC  67234  (Sub-5-8TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  UNITED 
VAN  UNES,  INC.,  One  United  Drive, 
Fenton,  MO  63026.  Representative:  B.  W. 
LaTourette,  Jr..  11  S.  Meramec,  Suite 
1400,  St.  Louis,  MO  63105.  Marine 
Furniture,  crated  or  uncrated,  between 
Seattle,  WA  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  AL,  CA,  CT,  DE,  FL,  LA, 
MD,  MA,  MS,  NJ,  NY.  NC.  PA.  RI.  SC. 
and  VA.  Supporting  shipperfs):  Tri-Way 
Industries,  Inc.,  600  Andover  Park  East, 
Seattle.  WA  98188. 

MC  67234  (Sub-5-9TA},  filed 
September-2, 1980.  Applicant:  UNITED 
VAN  LINES.  INC.,  One  United  Drive, 
Fenton,  MO  63026.  Representative:  B.  W. 
LaTourette,  Jr..  11 S.  Meramec,  Suite 
1400,  St.  Louis,  MO  63105.  Furniture  or 
Fixtures:  [Such  as  merchandise  as  dealt 
in  or  used  by  wholesale,  retail,  chain 
and  food  business  houses),  between  San 
Antonio,  TX  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States,  except 
AK  and  HI.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Church's  Fried  Chicken,  Inc.,  302 
Spencer  Lane.  San  Antonio,  TX  78284. 

MC  109397  (Sub-5-16TA).  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O. 

Box  113,  Joplin,  MO  64801. 
Representative:  A.  N.  Jacobs  (same 
address  as  applicant).  (1)  Propellers  and 
propeller  parts,  and  (2),  metal  and  metal 
articles,  between  the  facilities  of 
Michigan  Wheel  Gulf  Coast  located  in 
Jackson  County,  MS,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Supporting 
shipper:  Michigan  Wheel  Gulf  Coast, 
P.O.  Box  1528,  Pascagoula,  MS. 

MC  111170  (Sub-5-7TA).  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
WHEELING  PIPE  UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1718,  El  Dorado,  AR  71730. 
Representative:  Dennis  Ledet  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Fly  ash  and 
Bottom  ash,  between  Jefferson  County, 


AR,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  LA,  MS.  MO.  OK.  TN,  and  TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  Chem-Ash,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  193,  Redfield,  AR  72132. 

MC  112713  (Sub-5-13TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  YELLOW 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7270, 
Overland  Park,  KS  66207. 

Representative:  Robert  E.  DeLand, 

(same  as  applicant).  Common;  regular. 
General  Commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  of  unusual 
value  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Pittsburgh,  PA  and 
Clarksburg,  WV.  From  Pittsburgh  over 
U.S.  Hwy  19  to  Clarksburg,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  the  off-route 
points  of  Weston  and  Buckhannon,  WV, 
and  their  commercial  zones.  There  are 
eleven  supporting  shippers. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
authority  sought  with  that  contained  in  MC 
112713  at  Pittsburgh,  PA,  also  intends  to 
interline. 

MC  112713  (Sub-5-14TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  YELLOW 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  10990  Roe 
Avenue,  Overland  Park,  KS  66207. 
Representative:  Robert  E.  DeLand  (same 
as  applicant).  Carbon  Black,  between 
Hickok,  KS  and  its  commercial  zone  and 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  CT,  DE.  DC,  FL, 
GA,  IL,  IN.  lA.  KS.  KY,  LA,  ME.  MD, 

MA.  MI,  MN.  MS.  MO.  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC, 
OH.  OK,  PA.  RI.  SC,  SD.  TN,  TX,  VT. 

VA,  WV  and  WI.  Supporting  shipper: 
Columbian  Chemicals  Company,  P.O. 
Box  37,  Tulsa,  OK  74102 

Note.— Applicant  intends  to  interline  and 
tack  the  authority  sought  with  authority  in 
MC  112713. 

MC  117119  (Sub-5-29TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  188,  Elm  Springs,  AR  72728. 
Representative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
wholesale,  retail,  discount,  or  variety 
stores  from  all  points  in  CO,  ID,  IL,  IN, 
lA.  KS,  KY.  MI.  MN.  MT.  MO,  NE,  ME, 
VT,  TN.  OK,  AR,  NV.  ND.  OH,  OR.  SD. 
UT,  WA,  WI,  and  WY  to  the  facilities  of 
Wal-Mart  Stores,  Inc.  located  in  Al,  AR, 
IL,  KS.  KY.  LA.  MS,  MO.  OK.  TN  and 
TX.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Wal-Mart 
Stores,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  116,  Bentonville, 
AR  72712. 

MC  117119  (Sub-5-30TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS  INC.,  P.O. 
188,  Elm  Springs,  AR  72728. 
Representative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Plastic  bags  and 
plastic  film  or  sheeting  from  Tyler,  TX 
to  all'points  in  U.  S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 


Supporting  shipper(s):  U.S.I.  Film 
Products,  Division  of  National  Distillers 
&  Chemical  Corp.,  P.O,  Box  818,  Tyler, 

TX  75710. 

MC  119392  (Sub-5-25TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
CONTRACT  FREIGHTERS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1375,  2900  Davis  Boulevard,  Joplin, 
MO  64801.  Representative:  Thomas  P, 
O’Hara  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Plastic  insulated  copper  wire,  NOI  from 
the  facilities  of  Brand-Rex  Company  at 
or  near  Siloam  Springs,  AR,  to  points  in 
the  U.  S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  Supporting 
shipper:  Brand-Rex  Company,  Enka,  NC 
28728. 

MC  119789  (Sub-5-35TA).  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
CARAVAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  226188,  Dallas,  TX  75266. 
Representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  as  applicant).  Dental  and 
Hospital  Supplies  from  Greensboro.  NC 
to  New  Brunswick,  NJ.  Supporting 
shipper:  E.R.  Squibb  &  Sons,  Inc.,  5 
Georges  Road,  New  Brunswick,  NJ 
08903. 

MC  126118  (Sub-5-26TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  CRETE 
CARRIER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
81228,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 

Representative:  David  R.  Parker,  P.O. 
Box  81228,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Such 
commodities  as  are  used  by  and  dealt  in 
by  medical  and  hospital  suppliers, 
between  Norfolk,  NE;  DeLand,  LF;  and 
Commerce,  TX  and  their  commercial 
zones,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  (1)  AK  and  HI;  (2)  between 
DeLand,  FT  and  points  in  FL;  (3) 
between  Norfolk  NE  and  points  in  NE; 

(4)  between  Commerce,  TX  and  points 
in  TX).  Supporting  shipper:  Sherwood 
Medical  Industries,  INC.,  M.  D.  Thatch, 
General  Plants  Manager,  U.S.  Highway 
81  South.  Norfolk.  NE  68701. 

MC  133233  (Sub-5-13TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
CLARENCE  L.  WERNER  d.b.a. 

WERNER  ENTERPRISES.  1-80  Highway 
50.  P.O.  Box  37308,  Omaha.  NE  68137. 
Representative:  James  F.  Crosby,  James 
F.  Crosby  &  Associates,  Oak  Park  Office 
Bldg.,  Suite  210B,  7363  Pacific  St., 
Omaha,  NE  68114.  Contract;  Irregular. 
Aluminum  plate,  sheet,  and  foil,  from 
the  facilities  of  Aluminum  Company  of 
America  at  or  near  Riverdale,  lA  to 
points  in  TX,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Aluminum  Company  of 
America.  Supporting  shipper:  Aluminum 
Company  of  America,  1501  Alcoa 
Building,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 

MC  92983  (Sub-5-5TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
AMERICAN  BULK  TRANSPORT  CO., 
18  Central  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  2387, 
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Kansas  City,  Kansas  66110. 
Representative:  William  J.  O’Neill, 

Traffic  Manager,  P.O.  Box  1408,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64141.  Fats  and  oils, 
including  blends  and  products  thereof, 
in  bulk  from  all  points  in  CA  to  all 
points  in  TX.  Supporting  shipper:  PVO 
International,  1145  Harbour  Way  South, 
Richmond,  California  94804. 

MC  134734  (Sub-5-39TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant 
NATIONAL  ’TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  37465,  Omaha, 

Nebraska  68137.  Representative:  Lanny 
N.  Fauss,  Post  Office  Box  37096,  Omaha, 
Nebraska  68137.  Contract,  irregular: 

Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses  and  material, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufacture,  sale,  and 
distribution  of  such  commodities 
restricted  against  shipments  in  bulk 
between  points  in  the  contiguous  United 
States  under  contract  with  General 
Foods  Corp.,  White  Plains,  New  York. 
Supporting  shipper:  General  Foods 
Coiporation,  250  North  Street,  White 
Plains,  New  York  10625. 

MC  135797  (Sub-5-63TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  J.  B. 

HUNT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  130,  Lowell,  Arkansas  72745. 
Representative:  Paul  R.  Bergant,  Esquire, 
Post  Office  Box  130,  Lowell,  Arkansas 
72745.  (1)  Furniture,  and,  (2)  Materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of 
furniture.  Between  Nacogdoches,  TX; 
Louisburg,  NC;  Brooksville,  FL; 
Columbus,  OH;  Salt  Lake  City,  UT; 
Denver,  Co;  Oakland,  CA  and  Kent,  WA 
on  the  one  hand  and  on  the  other  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Supporting  shipper:  Sun  Terrace  Casual 
Furniture,  P.O.  Box  2311,  Clearwater,  FL 
33517. 

MC  136786  (Sub-5-3lTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 

3rd  Street,  Des  Moines,  lA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 
Gustafson  &  Adams,  P.A.,  7400  Metro 
Boulevard,  Suite  411,  Edina,  MN  55435. 
Frozen  potatoes  and  potato  products, 
between  Jefferson,  Morrow  and 
Umatilla  Counties,  OR,  and  Walla 
Walla  County,  WA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  CO 
and  NM.  Supporting  shipper:  U  &  I 
Incorporate^  P.O.  Box  2308,  Tri-Cities, 
WA  99302. 

MC  136786  (Sub-5-32TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 
3rd  Street,  Des  Moines,  lA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 


Gustafson  &  Adams,  P.A.,  7400  Metro 
Boulevard,  Suite  411,  Edina,  MN  55435. 
Foodstuffs,  between  Shelby  County,  TN, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  Supporting  shipper:  Adams 
Packing  Association,  Inc.,  Auburndale, 
FL. 

MC  138104  (Sub-5-3TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  MOORE 
TRANSPORTA’nON  CO.,  INC.,  3509  N. 
Grove  Street,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76106. 
Representative:  Bernard  H.  English,  6270 
Firth  Road,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76116.  (1) 
Drilling  rigs,  tanks,  pumping  units,  and 
cooling  towers,  and  (2)  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above,  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Crouch  Enterprises,  at  or 
near  Alvarado,  Arlington  and  Mansfield, 
TX  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI),  and  (2)  commodities  described  in  (2) 
above  in  the  reverse  direction. 
Supporting  shipper:  Crouch  Enterprises, 
1204  Antler  Drive,  Mansfield,  TX  76063. 

MC  140665  (Sub-5-3lTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  PRIME, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  4208,  Springfield,  MO 
65804.  Representative:  Clayton  Geer, 

P.O.  Box  786,  Ravenna,  Ohio  44266. 
General  commodities  [except  articles  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  articles  requiring 
special  equipment,  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  utilized  by  the  Parker  Hannifin 
Corporation,  and  the  divisions  and 
subsidiaries  of  the  Parker  Hannifin 
Corporation.  Supporting  shipper:  Parker 
Hannifin  Corporation,  17325  Euclid 
Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44112, 

MC  141914  (Sub-5-llTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  FRANKS 
AND  SON,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  108A,  Big 
Cabin,  Oklahoma  74332.  Representative: 
Kathrena  J,  Franks  (same  as  applicant). 
Marine  engines  and  such  commodities 
as  are  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  such  engines  between 
Fond  du  Lac,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States. 
Supporting  shipper:  Brunswick 
Corporation,  One  Brunswick  Plaza, 
Skokie,  IL  60077. 

MC  141914  (Sub-5-lOTA).  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  FRANKS 
AND  SON,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  108A,  Big 
Cabin,  Oklahoma  74332.  Representative: 
Kathrena  J.  Franks  (same  as  applicant). 
Medical  supplies  and  the  raw  material 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  between 
Commerce,  TX  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  CA,  GA,  IL,  MO  and 


NJ.’  Supporting  shipper:  Sherwood 
Medical  Industries,  Subsidiary  of 
Brunswick  Corporation,  One  Brunswick 
Plaza,  Skokie,  Illinois  60077. 

MC  142431  (Sub-5-4TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 

WAYMAR  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  1755 
SE.  108th  Street,  Runnells,  LA  50237. 
Representative:  ’Thomas  E.  Leahy,  Jr., 
1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309.  Paper  and  printing  supplies, 
except  in  bulk,  fivm  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
and  its  commercial  zone,  Niles, 
Vicksbiirg  and  Port  Huron,  MI,  and  Lee, 
MA,  to  Des  Moines,  lA.  Supporting 
Shippers  Valley  Papers,  Inc.,  801  South 
19th  Street,  Des  Moines,  lA  50265  and 
Frye  Copy  Systems,  Inc,,  Box  854,  Des 
Moines,  LA  50304. 

MC  146829  (Sub-5-2TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  MURRAY 
TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  172, 
Pleasanton,  KS  66075.  Representative: 
(same  as  applicant).  Steel  and  Steel 
Articles  fi’om  Houston,  ’TX  to  Wichita. 
KS.  ’This  authority  will  be  tacked  to 
authority  on  insulation  and  insulation 
materials.  Supporting  shipper:  Metal- 
Fab,  Inc.,  Wichita,  KS. 

MC  147196  (Sub-5-6TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
ECONOMY  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  50262,  New  Orleans,  IJV  70150. 
Representative:  Donald  A.  Larousse, 

P.O.  Box  50262,  New  Orleans,  LA  70150. 
Contract;  Irregular.  Iron  and/or  steel 
pipe  fittings  NOIBNixom  Houston,  TX 
to  all  points  in  CA,  FL,  LA,  MS,  NM,  OK, 
and  WA.  Supporting  shipper:  National 
Flange  and  Fitting  Company,  P.O.  Box 
94149,  Houston,  Texas  77018. 

MC  147348  (Sub-5-2TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
SOUTHWEST  FREIGHT 
DIS’TRIBUTORS,  INC.,  1320  Henderson. 
North  Little  Rock,  Arkansas  72114. 
Representative:  James  M.  Duckett,  411 
Pyramid  Life  Building,  Little  Rock, 
Arkansas  72201.  (1)  Household 
appliances,  (2)  Television  sets  and 
recorders  (tape  or  wire)  and  (3)  Parts 
and  accessories  for  household 
appliances,  television  sets  and 
recorders,  fi'om  the  facilities  of  General 
Electric  Company,  in  Little  Rock,  AR  to 
all  points  in  LA,  MS,  NM,  and  OK. 
Supporting  shipper:  General  Electric 
Company,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas. 

MC  150806  (Sub-5-3TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  WECO, 
INC.,  500  Scott  Street,  P.O.  Box  5128, 
Kansas  City,  KS  66119.  Representative: 
Erie  W.  Francis,  719  Capitol  Federal 
Bldg.,  Topeka,  KS  66603.  Contract: 
Irregular.  Buffing  or  polishing 
compounds,  NOI,  including  boat,  floor, 
furniture  or  vehicle  polish  or  wax 
(33440):  Cleaning,  scouring  or  washing 
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compounds,  NOI;  or  soap,  NOI;  liquid. 
(48580):  Cleaning,  scouring  or  washing 
compounds,  NOI;  or  soap,  other  than 
liquid,  or  soap  powder.  (48581),  Sizing, 
NOI  (176540);  Starch,  liquid.  (178740): 
Starch,  NOI  (178760),  and  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of,  to  and  from 
points  in  the  United  States.  Under 
continuing  contract  with  Faultless 
Starch/Bon  Ami  Company,  1025  West 
8th,  Kansas  City,  MO  64101.  Supporting 
shipper  Faultless  Starch/Bon  Ami 
Company,  1025  W.  8th,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64101. 

MC 151118  (Sub-5-5TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  MDR 
CARTAGE,  INC,  516  West  Johnson, 
Jonesboro,  AR  72401.  Representative; 
Douglas  C.  Wynn,  P.O.  Box  1295, 
Greenville.  MS  38701.  (1)  Paper,  paper 
products  and  printed  matter  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  commodities  named  in 
(1)  above  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) 
between  Craighead  County,  AR  and 
Tate  County,  MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  ND.  SO,  NE,  KS,  OK.  TX  and 
points  in  CO:  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  orginating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  W.  A. 

Krueger  Company.  Supporting 
shipperfsj:  W.  A.  Krueger  Co.,  12821 
West  Bluemound  Road,  Brookfield,  WI 
53005. 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  151532  (Sub-5-7TA),  filed 
September  2. 1980.  Applicant:  DONAL 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  1016 
East  18th  Street,  North  Kansas  City,  MO 
64116.  Representative:  Donald  J.  Quinn, 
Suite  900-1012  Baltimore,  Kansas  City. 
MO  64105.  Sudh  merchandise  as  is  dealt 
in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and  chain 
grocery,  food,  variety,  discount,  and 
drug  stores  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  points  in  LA,  KS,  MO, 

NE,  and  OK.  restricted  to  tragic 
transported  for  the  Kansas  City 
Terminal  Warehouse  Company,  Inc. 
Supporting  shipper.  Kansas  City 
Terminal  Warehouse  Company,  Inc., 
1701  Liberty  Street,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64102. 

MC  151582  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  FOUR  J 
ENTERPRISES  INC.,  3822  W.  Park 
Avenue,  Orange,  TX  77630. 
Representative:  Chester  M.  Jimerson, 
P.O.  Box  1162,  Orange,  TX  77630. 
Synthetic  rubber  and  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
production,  processing,  sale  and 
distribution  of  the  above  commodities, 
between  Orange,  TX  and  its  commercial 
zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other 


hand,  points  in  AL,  CA,  FL,  GA,  IL,  KY, 
LA,  MO.  MS,  Oa  PA,  and  SC. 

Supporting  shipper  Rubber  Technology 
Inc.,  Route  9,  Box  661,  Orange,  TX  77630. 

MC  151697  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  HILL  & 
HORAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  17400  North 
Dallas  Parkway,  Suite  112,  Dallas,  TX 
75252.  Representative:  D.  Paul  Stafford, 
P.O.  Box  45538.  Dallas.  TX  75245. 

General  commodities,  between  Ft 
Worth  and  Odessa,  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in  LA, 

OK,  MT.  UT.  CO,  NM,  and  WY, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  The  Western 
Company  of  North  America.  Supporting 
shipperjsj:  Hie  Western  Company  of 
North  America.  P.O.  Box  188,  Ft.  Worth, 
TX  76101. 

MC  151704  (Sub-S-ITA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  T  &  C 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  4615 
Cypress  St.,  North  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

72116.  Representative:  James  H.  Cordell, 
4615  Cypress  SL,  North  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72116.  Contract  Irregulan  Linoleum, 
carpet,  tile  adhesives  and  all  floor  care 
products  and  accessories  from  the 
facilities  of  Armstrong  Cork  Co.  in 
Lancaster,  PA,  Marietta,  PA,  Jackson, 

MS  and  Ringold,  GA  to  Memphis,  TN, 
and  Little  Rock,  AR.  Supporting  shipper: 
William  R.  Moore,  Inc.,  1801  East  22nd 
Street,  Little  Rock,  AR. 

MC  151714  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
ARKANSAS  CARTAGE,  INC.,  2104  John 
Harden,  Jacksonville,  AR  72076. 
Representative:  Ron  Harvey.  2104  John 
Harden,  Jacksonville,  AR  72076. 

Common,  regular— genera/  commodities, 
except  those  of  unusual  value,  class  A  8r 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading  between  Jacksonville,  AR  (Little 
Rock,  AR  commercial  zone]  on  the  one 
hand  and  Kansas  City,  MO  on  the  other 
hand  via  US  67  &  167  to  Little  Rock,  AR. 
1-40  from  Little  Rock,  AR  to  Conway, 

AR,  US  65  from  Conway,  AR,  to 
Springfield,  MO,  US  13  from  Springfield, 
MO  to  Clinton,  MO.  US  7  from  Clinton, 
MO  to  Harrisonville,  MO,  US  71  from 
Harrisonville,  MO  to  Kansas  City,  MO 
and  return  over  same  route.  Applicant 
intends  to  interline  beyond  frei^t  at 
Kansas  City,  MO  and  Little  Rock,  AR. 
Supporting  shipper:  there  are  11 
supporting  shippers. 

MC  200  (Sub-5-49TA),  filed  September 
8, 1980.  Applicant:  RISS 
INTERNATIONAL  CORPORATION, 

P.O.  Box  100, 215  W.  Pershing  Road. 
Kansas  City,  MO  64141.  Representative: 


H.  Lynn  Davis  (same  as  applicant). 
Fibreglass  tanks,  and  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
sale,  distribution,  and  installation 
thereof,  between  points  in  Los  Angeles 
County,  CA  and  Pettis  County,  MO,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  states  of  AL,  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  FL, 
GA.  lA.  ID.  IL.  IN.  KS.  KY.  LA,  MI,  MO. 
MS,  MT,  NC.  NE,  NM,  NV,  NY,  OH,  OK, 
OR.  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX.  UT,  VA.  WA,  WV. 
and  WY.  Restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  named  destinations. 
Supporting  shipper:  Quality  Fibreglass, 
Inc.,  S.  Highway  65,  ^dalia,  MO  65301. 

MC  200  (Sub-5-48TA),  filed  September 
8, 1980.  Applicant:  RISS 
INTERNATIONAL  CORPORATION. 

P.O.  Box  100,  215  W.  Pershing  Road. 
Kansas  City,  MO  64141.  Representative: 
H.  Lynn  Davis  (same  as  applicant). 
Plastic  articles,  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof, 
from  the  facilities  of  Sweetheart  Plastics 
at  or  near  Reno  and  Sparks,  NV  to 
points  in  the  states  of  AZ,  CA.  OR.  UT, 
and  WA.  Restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
Supporting  shipper:  Sweetheart  Plastics, 

1  Burlington  Ave.,  Wilmington.  MA 
01887. 

MC  5227  (Sub-5-llTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  ECKLEY 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  201,  Mead. 
NE  68041.  Representative:  A.  J. 

Swanson,  Quaintance  &  Swanson,  P.O. 
Box  1103, 226  N.  Phillips  Avenue,  Sioux 
Falls,  SD  57101,  Such  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  as  are  used  in 
the  construction  of  feed  lots  between 
points  in  TX,  NM,  I^  IL  and  MO,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Wheeler  County,  NE.  Supporting 
shipper:  Bunger  Construction.  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  1942,  Clovis.  NM  88101. 

MC  61440  (Sub-5-8TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant;  LEE  WAY 
MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC.,  3401  N.W., 

63rd  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma 
73116,  Representative:  Richard  H. 
Champlin,  P.O.  Box  12750,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73157.  General  Commodities 
(except  Household  Goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  and  Classes  A  and  B 
Explosives).  Between  Montgomery 
County,  KS  and  Cumberland  County,  NC 
on  the  one  hand  and  on  the  other  aU 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  Supporting  shipper.  Western 
Publishing  Company,  Inc.,  1220  Mound 
Ave.,  Racine,  WI  53404. 

MC  95084  (Sub-5-6TA),  filed 
September  8. 1980.  Applicant:  HOVE 
TRUCK  LINE,  Stanhope.  LA  50246. 
Representative;  Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  P.O. 
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Box  279,  Ottumwa,  lA  52501,  Telephone: 
515-682-8154.  (1)  Household  washers 
and  dryers,  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  (1)  above  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (1)  From  Webster  City,  lA  to 
points  in  AR,  DC.  DE.  IL,  IN.  KS,  KY. 

MD,  OK,  VA  and  WV.  (2)  From  points  in 
the  states  in  (1)  above  to  Webster  City 
and  Jefferson,  lA.  Supporting  shipper: 
Webster  City  Products  Company,  600 
Stockdale  Street,  Webster  City,  lA 
50595. 

MC 106398  (Sub-5-4TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 
NATIONAL  TRAILER  CONVOY.  INC., 
705  South  Elgin,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74120. 
Representative:  Gayle  Gibson,  National 
Trailer  Convoy,  Inc.,  705  South  Elgin, 
Tulsa.  Oklahoma  74120.  Metal  products 
from:  The  facilities  of  Evans  Steel  and 
Manufacturing  Company  at  Gilbert.  AZ, 
To:  Points  in  CA,  MO,  CO,  NE,  IL,  NM, 
IN,  LA,  ND  and  TX.  Supporting  shipper: 
Evans  Steel  and  Manufacturing 
Company,  619  North  Cooper  Road, 
Gilbert.  AZ  85234. 

MC  111401  (Sub  5-14TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 
GROENDYKE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2510 
Rock  Island  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid. 

OK  73701.  Representative:  Victor  R. 
Comstock  (same  as  applicant]. 

Industrial  Fuel  Oil  #2,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  &om  Denton,  TX  to  points  in  IL 
and  IN.  Supporting  shipper:  Fluids 
Engineering  Corp.,  2500  New  York  Ave., 
Whiting,  IN.  46394. 

MC  111401  (Sub  5-15TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 
GROENDYKE  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  632,  2510  Rock  Island  Blvd.  Enid. 

OK  73701.  Representative:  Victor  R. 
Comstock  (same  as  applicant). 
Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  St.  Louis,  MO  to  Oklahoma  City, 
OK.  Supporting  shipper:  Adko,  Inc.,  3024 
Pine  Ridge  Rd.,  Oklahoma  City.  OK, 
73120. 

MC  112713  (Sub-5-17TA).  filed 
September  8. 1980.  Applicant:  YELLOW 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  10990  Roe 
Avenue.  Overland  Park,  KS  66207. 
Representative:  Robert  E.  DeLand  (same 
as  applicant).  Common;  Regular. 

General  Commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  of  unusual 
value  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  the  construction  site 
of  International  Paper  Company,  located 
in  DeSoto  Parish,  LA,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier's 
otherwise  authorized  operations. 
Supporting  shipper:  Brown  &  Root,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  1312,  Mansfield,  LA  71052. 


Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  and 
interline  with  authority  contained  in  MC 
112713  at  Shreveport,  LA. 

MC  117119  (Sub-5-31TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  188,  Elm  Springs,  AR  72728, 
Representative:  L  M.  McLean  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses  and  material, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  such  commodities 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Supporting  8hipper(s):  General  Foods 
Corporation,  250  North  Street  White 
Plains,  NY  10625. 

MC  119399  (Sub-5-26TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 
CONTRACT  FREIGHTERS,  INC.,  2900 
Davis  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  1375,  Joplin, 
MO  64801.  Representative:  Thomas  P. 
O’Hara  (same  as  applicant).  Canned 
goods  and  foodstuffs,  between  points  in 
AR.  CA,  lA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  LA,  MO,  NE,  ND. 
OK,  SD,  TN,  TX  and  WI.  Supporting 
shipper  All  Kitchens,  Hot  Springs,  AR 
71901, 

MC  119789  (Sub-5-36TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant 
CARAVAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  226188,  Dallas,  TX  75266. 
Representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  as  applicant).  A  (1)  Cleaning, 
polishing,  and  waxing  compounds, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk);  (2)  Starch, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk):  (3)  Air 
Freshners  and  disinfectants,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk);  (4)  Mops,  dusters, 
waxers,  and  brooms,  and  (5)  Plastic 
bags  from  Dallas  and  Irving,  TX  to  CA, 
CO,  FL,  GA,  KS.  OH.  TX.  and  TN.  B  Non 
frozen  diet  and  Nutritional  foods 
(except  in  bulk),  fi-om  Springfield.  MO  Jo 
CA.  CO.  FL.  GA.  KS.  TX.  and  TN. 
Supporting  shipper.  The  Drackett 
Products  Company.  5020  Spring  Grove 
Ave.,  Cincinnati,  OH  45232. 

MC  120770  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  KANSAS 
CARTAGE  CO.,  P.O.  Box  15277,  712 
Sunshine  Rd.,  Kansas  City,  KS  66115. 
Representative:  Bruce  C.  Harrington, 
Kansas  Credit  Union  Bldg.,  1010  Tyler, 
Suite  llOL,  Topeka,  KS  66612.  Concrete 
pipe,  concrete  manholes,  pre-stressed 
concrete  and  pre-stressed  concrete 
accessories,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
above  commodities.  Part  1)  From  the 
Commercial  zone  of  Kansas  City,  KS  to 
Columbia,  and  St.  Louis,  MO;  Part  2) 
From  the  Commercial  zone  of  Kansas 
City,  KS  to  points  and  places  in  MO; 
Part  3)  From  the  Commercial  zone  of 


Kansas  City,  MO  and  Independence. 

MO  to  points  in  KS,  LA,  NE,  AR,  and  OK. 
Supporting  shippers:  Omega  Concrete 
Systems,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  11247,  Kansas 
City,  KS  66111;  Kansas  City  Concrete 
Pipe  Co.,  Inc.,  5901  W  63rd  St.,  Overland 
Park,  KS  66202;  The  Ceco  Corp.,  5601  W. 
26th  St.,  Chicago,  EL  60650;  Hydro- 
Conduit  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  9187,  Kansas 
City.  MO  6416a 

MC  124813  (Sub-5-19TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  UMTHUN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  910  ^uth  Jackson 
Street,  Eagle  Grove,  lA  50533. 
Representative:  Thomas  E.  Leahy.  Jr., 
1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309.  Steel  buildings  and  component 
parts  fi'om  Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa, 
OK,  to  points  in  WrighL  Hancock,  Cerro 
Gordo,  Franklin.  Hardin,  Hamilton, 
Webster,  Humboldt  and  Kossuth 
Coimties,  lA.  Supporting  shippen 
Equimco,  Inc.,  Box  23,  Eagle  Grove,  lA 
50533. 

MC  126118  (Sub-5-28TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  CRETE 
CARRIER  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
81228,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 

Representative:  David  R.  Parker,  P.O. 
Box  81228,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  and  used  by 
manufacturers  and  processors  of 
tobacco  products  (except  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  fi-om  points  in  the  US  to 
Owensboro,  KY.  Supporting  shipper. 
Pinkerton  Tobacco  Co..  Dennis 
Modlinski,  Distribution  Manager,  P.O. 
Box  986,  Owensboro,  KY  42301. 

MC  126118  (Sub-5-29TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  CRETE 
CARRIER  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
81228,  Lincoln.  NE  68501. 

Representative:  David  R.  Parker,  P.O. 
Box  81228,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Furniture 
or  fixtures,  from  points  in  IN,  MI,  NY 
and  OH  to  points  in  AZ,  CA  tuid  NV. 
Supporting  shipper.  Ed  Pauly  & 
Associates,  Randy  Pauly,  Vice 
President  P.O.  Box  58647,  Vernon,  CA 
9005a 

MC  127047  (Sub-5-3TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant  ED 
RACETTE  &  SON,  INC.,  6021  North 
Broadway.  Wichita,  KS  67219. 
Representative:  William  B.  Barker,  641 
Harrison  Street  P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka, 
KS  66601.  (a)  Non-Ref rigerated  Dairy 
Products  (except  in  bulk),  from  Wichita. 
KS  and  Arkansas  City,  KS  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
(b)  Materials  and  Supplies  Utilized  in 
the  Manufacture  and  Distribution  of 
Non-Refrigerated  Dairy  Products 
(except  in  bulk),  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  LB)  to 
Wichita.  KS  and  Arkansas  City,  KS. 
Supporting  shipper.  Kansas  Food 
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Packers,  Inc.,  608  Burton  Ave.,  Wichita, 
KS  67213. 

MC 133155  (Sub-5-2TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  CULP 
TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  511  South  Coy, 
Kansas  City,  KS  66105.  Representative: 
William  R.  Williams.  Void,. Sullivan, 
Finnegan  &  Williams,  P.C.,  Crown 
Center.  Suite  672,  2400  Pershing  Road, 
Kansas  City,  MO  64108.  Common; 
regular.  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value,  dangerous 
explosives,  HHG  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading,  from  east 
on  U.S.  Hwy.  40  from  the  junction  of  MO 
Hwy  127  and  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Hwy  65  and  U.S.  Hwy 

40,  thence  north  on  U.S.  Hwy  65  to  the 
junction  of  MO  Hwy  41  and  U.S.  Hwy 
65,  thence  east  on  MO  Hwy  41  to  the 
junction  of  MO  Hwy  240  and  MO  Hwy 

41,  thence  northeasterly  on  MO  Hwy  240 
to  Glasgow,  MO  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  Service  is  authorized 
between  all  intermediate  points  on  the 
above  route.  The  authority  may  be 
tacked  to  existing  authority  held  by  the 
applicant  and  applicant  may  interline 
with  other  carriers  in  the  Kansas  City 
Commercial  Zone.  Supporting  shippers: 
Standard  Havens,  Inc.,  8800  East  63rd 
Street,  Kansas  City,  MO  64133;  Reuther 
Chevrolet,  First  and  Howard,  Glasgow. 
MO  65254;  Bob  Monnig  Industries.  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Glasgow,  MO  65254;  Gigers, 
Inc.,  207  North  Main,  Slater,  MO  65349; 
and  B.H.A.,  432  W.  Lincoln,  Slater,  MO 
65349. 

MC  134405  (Sub-5-9TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  BACON 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box 
1134,  Ardmore.  OK  73401. 

Representative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson, 
Suite  615-East,  The  Oil  Center,  2601 
Northwest  Expressway,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73112.  Processed  clay,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Ardmore,  OK  to 
points  in  AR,  KS  and  OK.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Filtrol  Corporation  5959  West 
Century  Blvd.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90045. 

MC  134755  (Sub-5-9TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 

CHARTER  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3772,  Springfield,  Missouri  85804. 
Representative:  S.  Christopher  Wilson. 
P.O.  Box  3772,  Springfield,  Missouri 
65804.  Non-exempt  food  or  kindred 
products,  between  points  in  Lucas 
County,  OH;  Sandusky  County,  OH; 
Muscatine  County,  lA;  Johnson  County, 
lA  and  Ottawa  County,  MI  on  the  one 
hand  and  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  OK, 
TX,  AL,  GA,  LA  and  MS.  Supporting 
shippers:  Heinz  USA,  Division  of  H.  J. 
Heinz,  P.O.  Box  57,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15230. 


MC  135070  (Sub-5-26TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  JAY 
LINES,  INC.,  Box  61467,  DFW  Airport, 

TX  75281,  Representative:  GAILYN  L. 
LARSEN,  P.O.  Box  82816,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  General  Commodities  (except 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  and  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives).  Between  the  facilities  of 
Eastman  Kodak  Company  at  Rochester, 
NY,  and  the  facilities  of  Eastman  Kodak 
Company,  at  Dallas,  TX.  Supporting 
shipper:  Eastman  Kodak  Company,  2400 
Mt.  Read  Blvd.,  Rochester,  NY. 

MC  135469  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 

HAWKEYE  TRANSPORT  CO.,  801 
Front  Street,  Stanwood,  lA  52337. 
Representative:  Carl  E.  Munson,  469 
Fischer  Building,  Dubuque,  LA  52001. 
Concrete  products,  from  Stanwood,  lA, 
to  IL,  KS.  MN,  MO.  NE.  and  Wl. 
Supporting  shipper:  Randolph  Concrete 
Products  Inc.,  Stanwood,  lA. 

MC  135678  (Sub-5-llTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 
MIDWESTERN  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  20  S.  W.  10th,  Oklahoma  City,  OK 
73125.  Representative:  C.  L.  Phillips, 
Room  248 — Classen  Terrace  Bldg.,  1411 
N.  Classen,  Okla.  City,  OK  73106.  (1) 
Filters,  air,  oil,  gas  and  water-type  for 
automotive  and  industrial  uses; 
Component  Parts,  including  cartridges: 
(2)  Materials,  Supplies  and  Compounds 
for  use  in  and  manufacturing  of  (1) 
above.  Between  Okla.  City,  OK,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in 
AZ,  CA,  CO,  NM,  NV.  OR,  TX  and  WA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Air  Refiner 
Marketing  Co.,  5500  S.  Hattie,  Okla. 

City.  OK  73125. 

MC  135797  (Sub-5-64TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: }.  B. 

HUNT  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 
Lowell,  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bergant,  Esq.  (address  same  as 
applicant).  Chemicals  (except  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI).  Restricted  to  traffic  moving  for 
the  account  of  PRECO  Industries. 
Supporting  shipper:  PRECO  Industries, 

55  Skyline  Drive,  Plainview,  NY  11803, 

MC  135797  (Sub-5-65TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  ].  B. 

HUNT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 
Lowell,  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bergant,  Esq.  (address  same  as 
applicant).  (1)  Glassware,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
glassware,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  Restricted  to 
shipments  moving  for  the  account  of 
Santa  Claus  Industries.  Supporting 
shipper.  Santa  Claus  Industries,  1519 
Airline  Road,  Waterloo,  lA  50704. 


MC  135797  (Sub-5-66TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  ).  B. 

HUNT  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 
Lowell,  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bergant,  Esq.  (address  same  as 
applicant).  (1)  Processed  grain  (except 
in  bulk),  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
between  Hutchinson,  KS  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  Supporting 
shipper:  Farmland  Agri.  Services,  960 
No.  Halstead,  Hutchinson,  KS  67501. 

MC  135843  (Sub-5-2TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  IOWA 
GATEWAY,  INC.,  d.b.a.  IOWA 
GATEWAY  TERMINAL,  River  Road, 
Keokuk,  lA  52632.  Representative: 
William  L.  Fairbank,  1980  Financial 
Center,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309.  Railway 
car  wheels,  axles  and  wheel  sets,  (1) 
From  points  in  OH  and  PA  to  Alliance, 
NE,  and  (2)  from  Alliance,  NE,  to 
Portland,  OR.  Supporting  shipper: 

Railcar  Maintenance,  a  subsidiary  of 
PLM,  Inc.,  50  California  Street,  San 
Francisco.  CA  94111. 

MC  139206  (Sub-5-20TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  F.M.S. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2564  Harley 
Drive,  Maryland  Heights,  MO  63043. 
Representative:  Laura  C.  Berry  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract 
irregular.  Paper  and  paper  articles 
between  points  in  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  the  facilities  of 
Sangamon  Company  at  or  near  Visalia, 
CA,  Moultrie,  GA,  and  Taylorville,  IL, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Sangamon  Company.  Supporting 
shipper:  Sangamon  Company, 
Taylorville,  IL,  62568. 

MC  139206  (Sub-5-19TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  F.M.S. 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  2564  Harley 
Drive,  Maryland  Heights,  MO  63043. 
Representative:  Laura  C.  Berry  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract, 
irregular.  General  commodities  (except 
classes  A&B  explosives,  commodities 
of  unusual  value,  household  goods  and 
those  requiring  use  of  special 
equipment)  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI)  and  the  facilities  of 
Mead  Johnson  Terminal,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Evansville,  IN,  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Mead  Johnson 
Terminal,  Inc.  Supporting  shipper:  Mead 
Johnson  Terminal,  Inc.,  1830  West  Ohio 
St.,  Evansville,  IN  47712. 

MC  139284  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 
TRUCKER’S,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  337, 431B 
South  Main  Street,  Stafford,  TX  77477. 
Representative:  Damon  R.  Capps,  Suite 
1230,  Capital  National  Bank  Bldg.,  1300 
Main  Street,  Houston,  TX  77002.  Kiln 
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dust,  between  Midlothian,  Corpus 
Christi,  San  Antonio,  New  Braunfels  and 
Houston,  TX,  and  Lake  Charles. 
Livingston  and  Monroe,  LA. 

MC  140033  (Sub-5-2TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  COX 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS.  INC.,  10606 
Goodnight  Lane,  Dallas,  TX  75220. 
Representative:  D.  Paul  Stafford,  P.O. 

Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  (1) 
Chemicals,  not  in  bulk  and  (2)  citrus 
juice,  not  in  bulk.  (1)  from  Dallas,  TX  to 
Los  Angeles,  San  Francisco  and  Lindsey, 
CA;  Cincinnati,  OH;  Avenel,  NJ; 

Portland,  Springfield,  and  White  City, 

OR;  and  Sanford  and  Miami,  FL;  from 
Sanford,  FL  to  Avenel,  NJ;  Knorwood, 
MA;  Chicago,  IL;  Dallas,  TX;  and  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  and  (2)  from  Brooksville, 
FL  to  Sulphur  Springs,  TX.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Specialty  Foods,  A  Division 
of  Southland  Corporation,  4017 
Commerce  St.,  Dallas,  TX  75226. 

MC  140665  (Sub-5-35TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  PRIME, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  4208,  Springfield,  MO 
65804.  Representative:  H. ).  Anderson, 
P.O.  Box  4208,  Springfield,  MO  65804. 
Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk)  from 
Portland.  OR  to  AR,  KS,  KY.  LA,  MS. 

MO,  OK,  TN,  TX.  Supporting  shipper: 
Capitol  Foods,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  91,  Rogers, 
AR  72756. 

MC  140665  (Sub-5-33TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  PRIME, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  4208,  Springfield,  MO 
65804.  Representative:  Ann  Holcombe. 
P.O.  Box  786,  Ravenna,  OH  44266. 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  plastic  articles, 
batteries,  flashlights  and  lamps  (except 
in  bulk],  from  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI)  to  the  facilities  of  Union 
Carbide  Corporation  at  or  near 
Cartersville,  GA,  East  Hartford,  CT, 
Rogers,  AR,  Southampton,  PA,  Asheboro 
and  Greenville,  NC,  Bennington  and  St. 
Albans,  VT,  Cleveland  and  Fremont, 

OH,  Maryville,  MO,  and  Red  Oak,  lA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Union  Carbide 
Corporation,  270  Park  Avenue,  New 
York.  NY  10017. 

MC  140665  (Sub-5-34TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  PRIME, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  4208,  Springlfield,  MO 
65804.  Representative:  Clayton  Geer, 

P.O.  Box  786,  Ravenna,  Ohio  44266,  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by . 
distributors  or  manufacturers  of 
chemicals,  paints,  petroleum  products, 
plastics,  coatings,  clay  or  clay  products, 
and  such  articles  that  are  used  to 
produce  the  above  commodities,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR,  and 
TX,  to  points  in  CA.  Supporting  shipper: 
Carmona  Chemical  Company,  1001-17th 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94107. 


MC  144667  (Sub-5-3TA}.  filed  , 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  ARTHUR 
E.  SMITH  &  SON  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1054,  Scottsbluff,  NE  69361. 
Representative:  Bradford  E,  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 

Containers,  from  Alton  and  Streator,  IL 
to  Rapid  City,  SD.  Supporting  shipper: 
Coca-Cola  Bottling  of  the  Black  Hills, 

837  East  St,  Patrick,  Rapid  City,  SD 
57701. 

MC  145441  (Sub-4-24TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  'A.C.B. 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5130,  North 
Little  Rock,  AR  72119.  Representative: 
Ralph  E.  Bradbury,  P.O.  Box  5130,  North 
Little  Rock,  AR  72119.  Nonexempt  food 
of  Kindred  products,  between  points  in 
Lucas  Gounty,  OH;  Sandusky  County, 
OH;  Allegheny  County,  PA;  Muscatine 
County,  lA;  Johnson  County,  lA;  and 
Ottawa  County,  MI  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  Heinz  USA,  Division 
of  H.  J,  Heinz  Co.,  P.O.  Box  57, 

Pittsburgh,  PA  15230. 

MC  146518  (Sub-5-lTA].  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  OWN 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
7516,  Alexandria,  LA  71306, 
Representative:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  3390 
Peachtree  Road,  NE.,  Suite  520,  Lenox 
Towers  South,  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  (1) 
Patching  compounds  and  preservatives, 
paint,  chemicals  and  wood  fillers, 
except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  production  and  distribution  of 
plywood  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles)  between  point  in  LA  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  TN,  FL  and 
CA  and  between  points  in  TN  and  FL  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in 
CA.  Supporting  shipper:  Willamette 
Valley  Company,  P.O.  Box  1183,  4502 
Industrial  Boulevard,  Pineville,  LA 
71360. 

MC  146703  (Sub-5-2TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980,  Applicant:  ROBERTS 
&  OAKE,  INC.,  4240  Blue  Ridge 
Boulevard,  Kansas  City,  MO  64133. 
Representative:  Terrence  D,  Jones,  2033 
K  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Adams  Packing  Association, 
Inc.,  at  Shelby  County,  TN  to  all  points 
in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper:  Adams 
Packing  Association,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  37, 
Auburndale,  FL  33823. 

MC  146898  (Sub-5-3TA)  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  MICKS 
SERVICE  INC.,  2146  Camanche  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  838,  Clinton,  lA  52732. 
Representative:  Carl  E.  Munson,  469 
Fischer  Building,  Dubuque,  lA  52001. 
Contract,  irregular,  corn  products  and 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  corn  products,  between 


Clinton,  lA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  CT,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  ME. 
MD.  MA,  MI.  MN.  MO.  NH.  NJ.  NY.  OH. 
PA.  RL  VT.  WV,  and  WI.  under 
continuing  contracts  with  the  Clinton 
Com  Processing  Co.,  Clinton,  lA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Clinton  Com 
Processing  Company.  Clinton,  LA  52732. 

MC  148939  (Sub-5-lTA)  filed 
September  8. 1980.  Applicant:  AREA 
WHOLESALE  TIRE  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
2723,  Baton  Rouge,  La.  70821. 
Representative:  C.  R.  Potter,  c/o  Area 
Wholesale  Tire  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2723. 
Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821.  Contract; 
Regular.  Crude  Synthetic  Rubber,  from 
Baton  Rouge,  LA  to  Huntsville.  AL. 
Supporting  shipper:  Dunlop  Tire  & 
Rubber  Corporation,  Huntsville, 
Alabama. 

MC  150496  (Sub-5-lOTA)  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  P.A.M. 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188. 
Tontitown,  AR  72770.  Representative: 
Paul  A.  Maestri,  P.O.  Box  188, 

Tontitown,  AR  72770.  Animal  feed,  feed 
ingredients,  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  sale  of  animal  feed  and 
feed  ingredients,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles)  between  points  in 
AR.  KS.  LA.  MI,  MO.  NC,  OH.  OK.  PA. 
SC,  TX,  VA,  WV,  and  WI  on  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  the  counties  of 
Franklin,  AL  and  Lee,  MS.  Supporting 
shipper:  Sunshine  Mills,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Drawer  S,  Red  Bay.  AL  35582. 

MC  150578  (Sub-5-llTA)  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  STEVENS 
TRANSPORT,  a  division  of  STEVENS 
FOODS,  INC.,  2944  Motley  Drive, 
Mesquite,  TX  75150.  Representative: 
Clayte  Binion,  III,  1800  Continental  Life 
Building.  Fort  Worth,  TX  76020.  Hams, 
in  containers,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration  from  Dallas 
County,  TX  to  points  in  NJ,  NY,  MD, 

MA,  PA,  CA,  and  FL.  Supporting 
shipper(s]:  Garland  Foods,  Inc.,  5003 
South  Lamar,  Dallas,  Texas  75215. 

MC  151752  (Sub-5-lTA)  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  BOSS 
INDUSTRIES.  INC.,  3801  West  Reno, 
P.O.  Box  75147,  Oklahoma  City,  OK 
73107.  Representative:  C.  L.  Phillips, 
Room  248,  Classen  Terrace  Bldg.,  1411 
N.  Classen,  Oklahoma  City.  OK  73106. 
Contract,  Irregular:  General 
Commodities  (except  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  and 
Classes  A  and  B  Explosives),  between 
points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  DE,  DC, 
FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MI. 
MN.  MS,  MO,  NE.  NV.  NM,  NC,  OH, 
OK,  SC,  TN.  TX,  VA.  WV,  WI. 
Supporting  shipper:  T.  G.  &  Y.  Stores 
Go.,  3815  N.  Santa  Fe,  OK  City,  OK 
73125. 
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MC  11592  (Sub-5-3TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  BEST 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  7365,  824  Livestock  Exchange  Bldg., 
Omaha.  NE  68107.  Representative:  F.  E. 
Myers,  P.O.  Box  7365,  Omaha,  NE  68107. 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  defined  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  commodities  and  hides  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles).  From  Pottawattamie 
County  in  lA,  Douglas  and  Colfax 
Counties  in  NE  to  points  in  OK  and  TX. 

MC  29910  (Sub-5-47TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
ARKANSAS-BEST  FREIGHT  SYSTEM. 
INC.,  301  South  Eleventh  Street,  Fort 
Smith,  AR  72901.  Representative:  Joseph 
K.  Reber  (address  same  as  applicant). 
Common  Regular.  General  Commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  serving  Atlanta,  TX 
as  an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations  at  Texarkana,  AR/TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  Guard-Line 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  919,  Atlanta,  TX 
75551;  Lawson  McKelvey  Truck  and 
Tractor,  Hwy  59  Loop,  Atlanta,  TX 
75551;  and  Woods  Home  Center,  216-219 
E.  Hiram,  Atlanta,  TX  75551.  Applicant 
intends  to  tack  and  interline. 

MC  106398  (Sub-5-45TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant; 
NATIONAL  TRAILER  CONVOY.  INC., 
705  South  Elgin,  Tulsa.  OK  74120. 
Representative:  Gayle  Gibson,  National 
Trailer  Convoy,  Inc.,  705  South  Elgin, 
Tulsa,  OK  74120.  Machinery  and 
accessories.  Between  points  in  OH,  KY, 
IN,  PA,  MI  and  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  all  points  in  the  United 
States.  Supporting  shipper  C.  W.  Wood 
Machinery,  Inc.,  3290  Beekman  Street, 
Cincinnati,  OH  45223. 

MC  108207  (Sub-5-34TA),  filed 
September  9. 1980.  Applicant:  FROZEN 
FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  225888, 
Dallas,  TX  75265.  Representative:  M.  W. 
Smith  (same  address  as  applicant).  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  health 
food  stores,  in  mechanically 
refrigerated  equipment,  from  points  in 
AR  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  NM,  LA,  MS. 
OK,  TN,  TX,  CO  (on  and  east  of  the 
Continental  Divide),  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY, 
MI,  MN,  MO.  NE.  ND.  NV.  OH.  SD.  and 
WI.  Supporting  shipper:  Shiloh  Farms, 
Inc.,  Box  97,  Sulphur  Springs,  AR  72768. 

MC  117686  (Sub-5-4TA).  filed 
September  9. 1980.  Applicant: 
HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR  UNES,  INC., 


920  West  21st  Street,  South  Sioux  City, 
NE  68776.  Representative:  George  L. 
Hirschbach  (address  same  as  applicant). 
Primary  and  fabricated  metal  products 
STCC  Groupings  #33  and  #34  between 
points  in  AR,  IN.  LA,  GA,  LA,  MN,  MO. 
NE,  NC,  WA  and  Wl.  Supporting 
shipper:  Vincent  Brass  &  Aluminum 
Company,  724  24th  Avenue,  S.E., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55414. 

MC  117765,  (Sub-5-15TA)  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  HAHN 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  75218, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73147. 
Representative:  R.  E.  Hagan  (same  as 
applicant).  (1)  Outdoor  recreational 
equipment,  (2)  heating  and  air 
conditioning  equipment,  and  (3) 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  manufacture,  installation  and 
distribution  of  commodities  named  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above.  Between  facilities  of 
The  Coleman  Company,  Inc.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

AR.  lA.  IL,  IN,  KS.  KY.  LA,  MN.  MO. 

MS,  NE,  ND.  OK.  SD,  TN,  TX  and  WI. 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Coleman 
Company,  Inc.,  250  N.  St.  Francis, 
Wichita,  KS  67201. 

MC  120181  (Sub-5-3TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  MAIN 
UNE  HAULING  CO.,  INC,.  P.O.  Box  C. 
St.  Clair,  MO  63077.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  1730  M  Street  NW., 
Suite  501,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Hats, 
caps,  foodstuffs  (except  frozen 
foodstuffs),  cleaning,  scouring,  and 
washing  compounds,  soap  and  soap 
products,  feed,  containers,  container 
closures,  glassware,  packaging 
products,  container  components,  scrap 
materials,  and  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
sale  or  distribution  of  the  foregoing 
commodities,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  or  those  which  because  of  their 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  points  in  AL,  AR, 
GA.  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY.  LA.  MI,  MN,  MS. 
MO.  NE,  NC.  OH.  OK,  SC.  TN.  TX.  VA, 
WV,  and  WL  Supporting  shippers: 
American  Can  Co.,  Chicago,  IL; 
Brockway  Glass,  Brockway,  PA;  Gerber 
Products,  Fremont,  MI;  Owens-Illinois, 
Inc.,  Toledo,  OH;  Paramount  Cap 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Bourbon,  MO;  and 
Rawlings  Brokerage  Co.,  McComb,  MS. 

MC  128273  (Sub-5-27TA),  filed 
September  10. 1980.  Applicant: 
MIDWESTERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  189,  Fort  Scott,  KS  66701. 
Representative:  Eldon  Corban,  P.O.  Box 
189,  Fort  Scott,  KS  66701.  General 
Commodities  between  points  in  the 
states  of  AL,  AR,  CO,  n^,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA, 
KS,  KY.  LA.  MI.  MN.  MS,  MO.  MT,  NE. 
NM.  ND,  OH.  OK.  SD.  TN.  TX.  WL  WY. 
Restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 


subsequent  movement  by  water  or  rail. 
Supporting  shipper:  Lykes  Bros. 

Steamship  Co.,  Inc.,  300  Poydras  Street, 
New  Orleans,  LA  70130. 

MC  135070  (Sub-5-27TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  JAY 
LINES.  INC.,  Box  61467,  DFW  Airport, 

TX  75261.  Representative:  Gailyn  L 
Larsen,  P.O.  Box  82816,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  Alumina  Oxide  Catalyst,  in 
drums.  From  Houston,  TX,  to  Newark, 

NJ.  Supporting  shipper:  Celanese 
Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  1250  W. 
Mockingbird  Lane,  TX  75247. 

MC  138469  (Sub-5-19TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  DONCO 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  75354, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73107. 
Representative:  Daniel  O.  Hands, 
Blanshan  &  Summerfield,  205  West 
Touhy  Avenue,  Suite  200,  Park  Ridge,  IL 
60068.  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
by  wholesale  and  retail  grocers  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO.  GA,  IL.  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY. 
LA,  MI.  MN,  MO.  NE,  NM,  NC.  OH.  OK. 
TN,  TX,  WV,  and  WI  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Shurfine-Central 
Corporation. .  Supporting  shipper: 
Shurfine-Central  Corporation,  2100  N. 
Mannheim  Road,  Northlake,  IL  60164. 

MC  141914  (Sub-5-12TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  FRANKS 
AND  SON,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  108A,  Big 
Cabin,  OK  74332.  Representative: 
Kathrena  J.  Franks  (same  as  applicant). 
Clothespins  from  Montpelier,  VT  to 
points  in  CA,  KS,  LA,  PA,  SC,  and  VA. 
Supporting  shipper:  National  Clothespin 
Company,  P.O.  Box  427,  Montpelier,  VT 
05602. 

MC  141914  (Sub-5-13TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  FRANKS 
AND  SON,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  108A,  Big 
Cabin,  OK  74332.  Representative: 
Kathrena  J.  Franks  (same  as  applicant). 
Rubber  hose  between  Mercer  County, 

NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  US  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Supporting  shipper:  Goodall  Rubber 
Company,  155  Elmer  Street,  Trenton,  NJ 
08650. 

MC  142508  (Sub-5-40TA),  filed 
September  9. 1980.  Applicant: 
NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  37465,  Omaha,  NE 
68137.  Representative:  Lanny  N.  Fauss, 
Post  Office  Box  37096,  Omaha,  NE 
68137.  Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk) 
between  Wilmington,  DE;  Jacksonville, 
Miami,  and  Tampa,  FL;  New  Orleans. 
LA;  Boston,  MA;  Newark,  NJ;  Seattle, 
WA;  Los  Angeles  and  Oakland,  CA; 

New  York,  NY;  Charleston,  SC;  Houston, 
TX;  Philadelphia,  PA;  Norfolk,  VA; 
Kenosha,  WI;  and  points  in  the  United 
States  on  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
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subsequent  movement  by  water. 
Supporting  shipper:  A.  J.  Cunningham 
Packing  Corporation,  1776  Heritage 
Drive,  Quincy,  MA  02171. 

MC  144682  (Sub-5-7TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  R.  R. 
STANLEY,  1738  Empire  Central.  Dallas, 
TX  75235.  Representative:  D.  Paul 
Stafford,  P.O.  Box  45538,  Dallas.  TX 
75245.  Bags,  paper  or  plastic  film  and 
related  articles  from  Dallas,  TX  to  AZ. 
CA.  CO.  ID,  MT,  NM.  NV,  OR.  UT,  WA 
and  WY.  Supporting  shipper(s);  St.  Regis 
Flexible  Packagiag  Division,  1002  Alma 
Street,  Dallas,  TX  75215. 

MC  150783  (Sub-5-llTA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant: 
SCHEDULED  TRUCKWAYS,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  757,  Rogers,  AR  72756. 
Representative:  Ronnie  Sleeth,  Post 
Office  Box  757,  Rogers,  AR  72756.  Non¬ 
exempt  food  or  kindred  products 
Between  points  in  Lucas  and  Sandusky 
Counties,  OH;  Allegheny  County,  PA: 
Muscatine  and  Johnson  Counties,  lA: 
and  Ottawa  County,  MI  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL. 

AR.  FL.  GA.  LA.  MS.  OK.  SC.  and  TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  Heinz  U.S.A..  Post 
Office  Box  57,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15230. 

MC  151661  {Sub-5-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 
PROFESSIONAL  CARGO  SERVICES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  9244,  Wichtia,  KS  67277. 
Representative:  Duane  L.  Zogleman, 

P.O.  Box  9244,  Wichtia,  KS  67277. 
General  Commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value,  and  except  dangerous 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
in  Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading.  Between  points  in  Sedgwick 
County,  KS  on  the  one  hand,  and  points 
in  Russell  County,  Kansas  and  Ellis 
County,  KS  on  the  other  hand.  Applicant 
intends  to  interline.  Supporting  shippers; 
S  &  W  Supply  Company,  Inc.  of  Hays. 
KS;  Cross  Manaufacturing  Company  of 
Lewis,  KS;  American  Electric  Company 
of  Wichita.  KS;  Cross  Manaufacturing 
Company  of  Hays,  KS. 

MC  151687  (Sub-5-2TA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant; 
MAYNARD  F.  EWTON  AND  GARY 
HUTCHISON  d.b.a.  JLS  TRUCKING.  614 
East  4th  Street,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76102. 
Representative;  A.  William  Brackett. 
1108  Continental  Life  Building,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76102.  Contract;  Irregular. 
Iron  and  steel  articles  as  defined  in  61 
MCC  209,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Supporting 
shipper:  Ziegler  Steel  Service  of 
Arizona,  2050  North  27th  Avenue, 
Phoenix,  AZ  85009. 


MC  151715  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed 
September  10. 1980.  Applicant:  ARROW 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.  d.b.a. 

TEXAS  WAREHOUSE  AND 
MACHINERY  MOVERS.  10001  McKalla 
Place,  Austin,  TX  78758.  Representative: 

J.  T.  Fields,  10001  McKalla  Place,  Austin. 
TX  78758.  General  Commodities  loaded 
in  trailers,  having  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  rail  on  Trailer  On  Flat 
Car  (TOFC)  service,  between  rail 
facilities  located  in  Bastrop,  Bell. 

Blanco,  Brazos,  Burleson,  Burnet, 
Caldwell,  Colorado,  Comal,  Fayette, 
Gillespie,  Gonzales,  Grimes,  Guadalupe. 
Hays,  Kendall,  Kerr,  Lampasas,  Lavaca. 
Lee,  Liano,  Milam,  Robertson,  Travis. 
Washington,  Williamson  counties.  TX 
on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  Bastrop, 
Bell,  Blanco,  Brazos,  Burleson,  Burnet. 
Caldwell,  Colorado,  Comal,  Fayette. 
Gillespie,  Gonzales,  Grimes,  Guadalupe, 
Hays,  Kendall,  Kerr,  Lampasas,  Lavaca. 
Lee,  Liano,  Milam,  Robertson,  Travis, 
Washington,  Williamson  counties,  TX 
on  the  other  hand.  Supporting  shipper: 
Greater  South  Traffic  Service,  Inc.,  San 
Antonio,  TX. 

MC  151763  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  BOB 
WARD  EQUIPMENT  COMPANY.  10311 
Shady  Trail,  Dallas,  TX  75220. 
Representative:  Billy  R.  Reid,  1721  Carl 
Street,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76103.  Used 
construction  equipment,  on  lowboy 
trOilers,  between  points  in  the  US. 
Supporting  shippers:  Ring  Power  Corp.. 
P.O.  Box  Jacksonville,  FL  32216,  MAC 
Equipment  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  11158, 

Tucson,  AZ  85734,  Massengale 
Machinery  Co.,  10311  Shady  Trail. 

Dallas,  TX  75220. 

MC  151768  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  ARM 
TRANSPORTATION  CORPORATION. 
P.O.  Drawer  9480,  Amarillo,  TX  79105. 
Representative:  A.  J.  Swanson, 
Quaintance  &  Swanson,  P.O.  Box  1103, 
Sioux  Falls,  SD  57101.  Nonexempt  food 
or  kindred  products  between  points  in 
Lucas  County,  OH;  Sandusky  County. 
OH;  Allegheny  County,  PA;  Muscatine 
County,  lA;  Johnson  County,  lA  and 
Ottawa  County,  MI  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL. 
GA,  LA.  MS.  OK,  SC.  and  TX. 

Supporting  shipper:  Heinz  USA.  Division 
of  H.  J.  Heinz  Company,  P.O.  Box  57, 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15230. 

MC  151794  (Sub-5-1  TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant;  FLOYD 
SMITH.  JR.  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
26656,  Oklahoma  City.  OK  73126. 
Representative:  Timothy  R.  Stivers.  P.O. 
Box  162,  Boise,  ID  83701.  Contract 
Irregular  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  in  packages,  from  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Francisco,  CA;  Seattle,  WA. 


and  Portland,  OR  to  Boise  and  Pocatello, 
ID  and  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  (including  all 
points  in  the  commercial  zones  of  all 
named  points).  Restricted  to  shipments 
moving  for  the  account  of  Cowboy  Oil  of 
Pocatello,  ID.  Supporting  shipper: 

Cowboy  Oil,  2700  S.  5th,  P.O.  Drawer 
“L”.  Pocatello,  ID  83201. 

MC  151794  (Sub-5-2  TA),  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  FLOYD 
SMITH,  JR.  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
26656,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73126. 
Representative:  Timothy  R.  Stivers,  P.O. 
Box  162,  Boise,  ID  83701.  Contract 
Irregular  Tires,  Tubes  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  sale  and 
distribution  of  tires,  between  points  in 
KS,  MO,  OK  and  PA  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other  points  in  the  U.S. 

(except  AK  and  HI).  Restricted  to 
shipments  moving  for  the  account  of 
World  Tire  Corp.  of  Kansas  City,  MO, 
Supporting  shipper:  World  Tire  Corp., 
4156  Hoffmeister,  St.  Louis,  MO  63125. 

MC  151795  (Sub-5-1  TA).  filed 
September  10, 1980.  Applicant:  FRANK 
BROS.  TRUCKING  CO..  349  Abbott 
Ave.,  Hillsboro,  TX  76645. 
Representative:  Billy  L.  Frank,  349 
Abbott  Ave.,  Hillsboro,  TX  76645.  Scrap 
Iron  and  Steel,  metal  articles,  including 
crushed  cars,  from  points  in  the  states  of 
AR.  CO,  KS.  LA,  MO,  MS.  NM,  OK,  TN 
to  the  facilities  of  Chaparral  Steel 
Company  at,  or  near,  Midlothian,  Ellis 
County,  TX  and  (2)  Iron  and  Steel 
articles,  materials,  supplies  (except  in 
bulk)  and  equipment,  used  in  or  in 
connection  with  the  production  and 
manufacture  of  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI)  to  the  facilities  of  Chaparral  Steel 
Company  at,  or  near,  Midlothian,  Ellis 
County,  TX.  Supporting  shipper: 
Chapparral  Steel  Company,  Route  1,  Box 
1100,  Midlothian,  TX  76065. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  6.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Region  6  Motor 
Carrier  Board.  P.O.  Box  7413,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94120. 

MC  151735  (Sub-6-1  TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  BOISE 
CASCADE  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
7747,  Boise,  ID  83707.  Representative: 
John  D.  Burke  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Contract  Carrier.  Irregular 
routes;  Artificial  trees;  wreath 
decorations  and  ornaments;  Venetian 
blinds;  metal  and  plastic  lawn  and 
garden  items;  and  parts,  materials, ' 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof 
between  points  in  PA,  MA,  IL,  GA.  and 
TX  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  except  AK  and  HI.  for 
the  account  of  Marathon  Carey-McFall 
Company,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
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shipper:  Marathon  Carey-McFall 
Company,  205  Loyalsock  Ave., 
Montoursville,  PA. 

MC 151734  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  THOMAS 
A.  CASPER  AND  JOHN  G.  BELL  d.b.a. 
C&B  TRUCKING,  INC.,  2121  S.  Pantano, 
No.  431,  Tucson,  AZ  85710. 
Representative:  Thomas  A.  Casper 
(same  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier: 
irregular  routes:  Beer,  food  stuffs,  and 
kindred  products,  from  Jefferson  County, 
CO  to  Pima,  Santa  Cruz,  and  Cochise 
Counties,  AZ,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Buxton-Smith  Merc. 
Company  located  in  Tucson,  AZ,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Buxton  Smith 
Merc.  Company,  1350  E.  Factory  Ave., 
Tucson,  AZ  85726. 

MC  115826  (Sub-6-17TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  W.  J. 
DIGBY,  INC.,  6015  East  58th  Street, 
Commerce  City,  CO  80022. 
Representative:  Charles  J.  Kimball,  350 
Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman 
Street,  Denver,  CO  80203.  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail 
shoe  and  clothing  stores  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  by  such 
stores,  from  the  facilities  of  Kinney  Shoe 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Chatsworth,  CA 
to  points  in  MN,  PA,  VA,  MI,  IL,  CO,  TX, 
MO,  KS,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  DC  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Kinney  Service 
Corporation,  Box  2437,  Harrisburg,  PA 
17105, 

MC  125433  (Sub-&-34TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  F-B 
TRUCK  LINE  COMPANY.  1945  South 
Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84104.  Representative:  John  B.  Anderson 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Paving 
joints.  Roadway  Expansion  Rubber  or 
plastic  composition  (other  than  foam 
cellular  expanded  or  sponge  plastic), 
between  the  facilities  of  Vulcan  Metal 
Products,  at  or  near  Birmingham,  AL  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Vulcan 
Metal  Products,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  6788, 
Birmingham,  AL  35210. 

MC  129857  (Sub-fr-3TA),  filed 
September  3, 1980.  Applicant:  G.R.M., 
INC.  d.b.a.  PORT  TERMINAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  700  Henry  Ford 
Ave.,  Long  Beach,  CA.  Representative: 
Patricia  M.  Schnegg,  707  Wilshire,  Suite 
1800,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90017.  Imported 
trucks,  in  secondary  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  between  points  in 
CA  in  and  south  of  Santa  Barbara,  Kern, 
and  Inyo  Counties  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Toyota 
Motor  Sales,  Inc.  U.S.A.,  2055  West 
190th  St.,  Torrance,  CA. 


MC  151748  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  GRAPHIC 
ARTS  PUBUSHING,  INC.  d.b.a.  GAP 
TRUCKING,  2285  Warm  Springs 
Avenue,  Boise,  Idaho  83706. 
Representative:  Donald  A.  Ericson,  708 
Old  National  Bank  Building,  Spokane, 
Washington  99201.  Contract  Carrier: 
Irregular  Routes:  (1)  Newsprint  from 
Spokane  and  King  Counties,  WA,  to 
Boise,  Lewiston,  and  Moscow,  ID, 
Albuquerque,  NM,  and  Salt  Lake  City, 
UT;  and  (2)  Newspaper  supplements, 
telephone  books,  and  catalogs,  from 
Boise,  Lewiston,  and  Moscow,  ID, 
Albuquerque,  NM,  and  Salt  Lake  City, 
UT,  to  points  in  WA,  OR,  CA,  ID,  MT, 

NV,  UT,  CO,  NM,  AZ,  WY,  and  TX,  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shippers:  The 
Tribune  Publishing  Co.,  Inc.,  505  “C" 
Street,  Lewiston,  ID  83501,  the  News- 
Review  Publishing  Co.,  Inc.,  409  S. 
Jackson  Street,  Moscow,  ID  83843,  and 
Graphic  Arts  Publishing  Co.,  Inc.,  2285 
Warm  Springs  Avenue,  Boise,  ID  83706. 

MC  151732  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant:  METRO 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  1434  South  400 
West,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84115. 
Representative:  Scott  J.  Simonsen  (same 
address  as  applicant).  General 
commodities,  except  commodities  in 
bulk,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
commission,  and  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment;  Between  the 
commercial  zone  of  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  hand, 
points  in  Davis,  Weber,  Wasatch, 
Summit,  Utah,  Tooele,  Salt  Lake 
counties,  UT;  Restricted  to  traffic  having 
had  immediate  prior  movement  via 
freight  forwarding  companies,  shippers 
associations,  or  rail  carriers,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  Universal 
Freight  System,  460  W.  First  South,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84110,  Pioneer  Carloading, 
335  W.  200  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84101,  Clipper  Express  Company,  637 
West  200  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84115,  Acme  Fast  Freight,  Inc.,  460  West 
First  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84110. 

MC  150290  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  3, 1980.  Applicant:  MIDLAND 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  801 
West  Artesia  Boulevard,  Compton,  CA 
90220.  Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper, 
168  Woodbridge  Avenue,  Highland  Park, 
NJ  08904.  Stoves,  refrigerators,  radios, 
televisions,  washers,  dryers,  electrical 
applicances  and  parts  thereof,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  thereof,  except  in 
bulk,  between  Bayonne,  NJ,  Chicago,  IL, 
Chesapeake,  WV,  Windsor,  MI  and 
■Buffalo  and  New  York,  NY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.,  except  AK  and  HI  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Welbilt  Corporation, 


57-18  Flushing  Avenue,  Maspeth,  NY 
11378. 

MC  150290  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed 
September  3, 1980.  Applicant:  MIDLAND 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  801 
West  Artesia  Boulevard,  Compton,  CA 
90220.  Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper, 
168  Woodbridge  Avenue,  Highland  Park, 
NJ  08904.  Plastic,  chemicals,  petroleum 
products  and  carbon  (except  in  bulk) 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  sales 
thereof,  except  in  bulk  between 
Compton  and  Redwood  City,  CA, 

Atlanta,  GA,  Dallas,  TX,  Conshohocken, 
Philadelphia,  and  Wayne,  PA,  and 
Chicago,  Joliet  and  Willow  Springs,  IL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States,  except  AK 
and  HI  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Klenzoid  Equipment,  Inc.  P.O.  Box  444, 
Wayne  PA  19087. 

MC  138018  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  FOODS,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  1018,  Denver,  CO  80201. 
Representative:  Joseph  W.  Harvey,  P.O. 
Box  1018,  Denver,  CO  80201.  Foodstuffs: 
From  points  in  CA  to  points  in  CO,  OR, 
UT,  and  WA;  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shippers:  Van  De 
Kamps  Frozen  Foods,  13100  Arctic 
Circle  Dr.,  Santa  Fe  Springs,  CA  90670. 
Farmer  John  Meats,  3049  East  Vernon 
Ave.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90058. 

MC  124692  (Sub-6-15TA),  filed 
September  3, 1980.  Applicant: 
SAMMONS  TRUCKING.  P.O.  Box  4347, 
Missoula,  MT  59806.  Representative: 
William  J.  Gambucci,  Suite  M-20,  400 
Marquette  Ave.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55401. 
Creosoted  wooden  cross-ties,  from 
Winslow,  IN  to  Gillette,  WY.  For  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  L.  B. 

Foster  Co.,  1111  East  Touhey,  Des 
Plains,  IL  60018. 

MC  138875  (Sub-6-2lTA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 
SHOEMAKER  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
11900  Franklin  Road,  Boise,  ID  83709. 
Representative:  F.L.  Sigloh  (same  addess 
as  applicant).  Such  products  as  are  dealt 
in  by  retail  and  wholesale  drug  and  food 
stores:  except  commodities  in  bulk,  from 
Taylor,  TX  and  points  in  CA  to  Boise, 

ID,  for  270  day.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Robert  V.  Fleenor,  Vice  President 
Mercantile  Stores  Co.,  7  So.  Orchard- 
Whse.,  P.O.  Box  7308,  Gen.  Ofc.,  Boise, 
ID  83707. 

MC  151471  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 
STEINBECKER  BROS.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
852,  Greeley,  CO  80632.  Representative: 
Charles  J.  Kimball,  350  Capitol  Life 
Center,  1600  Sherman  Street,  Denver, 
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CO  80203.  Contract  Carrier,  irregular 
routes:  Meats  and  meat  products,  from 
points  in  MO,  lA,  NE,  KS  and  CO  and 
the  facilities  ofMBPXL  Corporation  at 
or  near  Plainview,  TX  to  points  in  CA 
and  Washoe  County,  NV,  under 
contract  with  Denver  Meat  Company, 
Inc.  for 270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper.  Denver  Meat  Company,  INC., 
1400  Packmore  Ave.,  San  Jose,  CA  95150. 

MC 148737  (Sub-6-6TA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant:  SUNSET 
EXPRESS  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  27153,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84125.  Representative: 

Carl  I.  Sundeaus  (same  as  applicant).  (1) 
Canned  goods  from  Tri-Valley  Growers 
plants  at  or  near  Stockton,  Modesto, 
Turlock,  Volta,  Madera,  CA  to  IL,  IN 
OH,  MI,  NY,  and  PA,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Tri-Valley  Growers, 
100  California  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94016. 

MC  115357  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed 
September  3, 1980.  Applicant:  TAT, 

INC.,  3900  N.W.  Yeon  Ave.,  Portland, 

OR  97210.  R^resentative:  R.  Greene,  Jr., 
100  Pine  St.,  Suite  2550,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94111.  Automobiles  and  trucks 
weighing  not  in  excess  of  15,000  pounds, 
in  secondary  movements  in  truckaway 
service:  Between  points  in  Kansas  City, 
MO,  including  points  within  the  Kansas 
City  MO  Commercial  Zone  and  points  in 
MO  and  points  within  the  St.  Louis,  MO 
Commercial  Zone,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s]:  Volvo 
of  America  Corporation,  1955-190th  St., 
Torrance,  CA  90509:  Mazda  Motors  of 
America  (Central),  Inc.,  3040  E.  Ana  St., 
Comptom,  CA  90221. 

MC  151749  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  4, 1980.  Applicant: 

TRAYLOR  TRUCKING  INC.,  8108  Coach 
Drive,  Oakland,  CA  94605. 
Representative:  Michael  Leiden,  3391 
Arden  Road,  Hayward,  CA  94545.  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  or  retail  grocery  or  food 
business  houses,  and  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
conduct  of  such  business,  between  all 
points  in  CA.  Restricted  to  traffic  having 
prior  of  subsequent  movement  by  raiL 
(Representative  points:  Richmond, 
Stockton,  and  Modesto,  CA),  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Safeway- 
Stores,  Incorporated,  5725  E.  14th  Street, 
Oakland,  CA  94660. 

MC  151586  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 
TRANSPORTATION  UNLIMITED  OF 
CALIFORNIA,  2639  South  Soto,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90023.  Representative: 
Scott  T.  Robertson,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Meat,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  articles 


distributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  1  to  the  report  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk)  from  lA,  NE,  MN.  KS,  OK,  TX  to 
CA,  Seattle,  WA  and  Portland,  OR  and 
points  within  their  commercial  zones. 
Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Packers 
Exchange  Co.,  Inc.  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Packers 
Exchange  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  310,  6400 
West  Minster  Avenue,  West  Minster, 

CA  92683. 

MC  135866  (Sub-fr-lTA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  JACK  L 
MASSENDER,  d.b.a.  ZILLAH  Hauling 
Service,  6502  N.  Pittsburg  St.,  Spokane, 
WA  99207.  Representative:  George  R. 
LaBissoniere,  15  S.  Grady  Way,  Suite 
233,  Renton,  WA  98055.  Contract  carrier, 
irregular  routes:  plasterboard  from 
Empire,  NV,  to  points  in  OR,  WA  and 
ID,  for  the  account  of  Savage  Wholesale 
Building  Materials,  Inc.,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper  Savage  Wholesale 
Building  Materials,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2929, 
Spokane,  WA  99220. 

MC  151761  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  A.  C. 
CARTAGE  (1965)  LTD.,  8958 120th  St., 
Surrey,  B.C.,  Canada,  V3V  4B4. 
Representative:  Don  G.  Watters  (same 
as  applicant).  Lumber,  rough  and 
dressed;  plywood;  wall  board;  and 
related  materials;  between  points  of 
entry  on  the  International  boundary  line 
between  the  U.S.  and  Canada,  located  in 
WA,  to  points  within  the  state  of  WA 
for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  There  are  5  supporting 
shippers.  Their  statements  may  be 
viewed  at  the  regional  office  listed. 

MC  142574  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  CIRCLE  C 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  5800 
York  Street,  Denver,  CO  80217. 
Representative:  William  J.  Lippman, 
Steele  Park,  Suite  330,  50  South  Steele 
Street,  Denver,  CO  80209.  Contract 
carrier,  irregular  routes:  Alcoholic 
beverages  and  beer,  from  points  in  NY, 
NJ,  PA,  MA  and  MD  to  the  facilities  of 
Beverage  Distributors  Corporation, 
Aurora,  CO,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Beverage  Distributors 
Corporation,  14200  E.  Moncrieff  Place, 
Suite  E,  Aurora,  CO  80011. 

MC  151762  (Sub-6-lTA).  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 
COMMERCIAL  TOWING  CO.,  4080 
West  21st  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84120.  Representative:  Mark  K.  Boyle,  10 
Broadway  Bldg.,  Suite  400,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT  84101.  Motor  vehicles  and 


trailers  transported  by  wrecker  or 
towing  equipment,  including  cargo  or 
wrecked  or  disabled  vehicles  fi*om 
points  of  disability,  between  all  points 
in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  KS,  MT.  ND,  NE, 

NM,  NV,  OK,  OR,  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA  and 
WY,  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper. 
Norwood  Transportation,  Inc.  2232  So. 
7200  West,  Magna,  UT  84044;  Lewis 
Bros.  Stages,  549  West  500  South,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT;  W.  S.  Hatch  Co.,  643 
South  800  West,  Woods  Cross,  UT 
84087. 

MC  151028  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed 
September  2, 1980.  Applicant: 
CONSOLIDATED  FREIGHTWAYS, 
Corporation  of  Delaware,  175  Linfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  CA  94025. 
Representative:  V.  R.  Oldenburg.  P.O. 
Box  3062,  Portland,  OR  97208.  Contract 
carrier.  Irregular  routes:  General 
commodities,  (except  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives),  between 
points  in  the  United  States,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with  the 
Port  of  Seattle,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Port  of  Seattle.  P.O.  box  1209, 
Seattle.  WA  98111. 

MC  42487  (Sub-6-3lTA),  filed 
September  8. 1980.  Applicant: 
CONSOUDATED  FREIGHTWAYS. 
Corporation  of  Delaware,  175  Linfield 
Drive.  Menlo  Park.  CA  94025. 
Representative:  V.  R.  Oldenburg,  P.O. 
Box  3062,  Portland.  OR  97208.  Common 
carrier,  regular  routes:  General 
commodities,  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  green  hides,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  serving 
the  facilities  of  Mobay  Chemical 
Corporation  at  or  near  Natrium.  WV,  as 
an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  otherwise  authorized  regular 
route  operations,  for  270  days.  Applicant 
intends  to  tack  to  its  existing  authority 
and  any  authority  it  may  acquire  in  the 
future.  The  proposed  authority  will  be 
tacked  or  joined  with  authority  in 
Docket  No.  MC  42487  Sub  578  and 
Docket  No.  MC  42487  Sub  786  as  offi 
route  points.  These  authorities,  in  turn, 
will  be  tacked  or  joined  with  other 
present  authorities  of  Applicant  at  such 
points  as  Boston.  MA.  Buffalo,  NY, 
Birmingham,  AL.  Chicago,  IL,  Cincinnati, 
OH,  Detroit,  MI,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
Lexington,  KY,  Minneapolis,  MN  and  St. 
Louis,  MO.  to  permit  service  to  and  fi'om 
points  throughout  the  United  States. 
Applicant  proposes  to  interline  traffic 
with  its  present  connecting  carriers  at 
authorized  interline  points  throughout 
the  United  States  as  provided  in  tariffs 
on  file  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
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Commission.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Mobay  Chemical  Corporation,  Penn 
Lincoln  Parkway  West,  Pittsburgh,  PA 
15205. 

MC  52858  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant;  CONVOY 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  10185,  Portland, 

OR  97210.  Representative:  Raymond  A. 
Greene,  )r.,  100  Pine  St,  No.  2550,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94111.  Motor  vehicles  in 
truck  away  service  between  St.  Paul, 

MN  and  points  in  the  St  Paul,  MN 
commercial  zone  and  points  in  CO  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper.  Ford 
Motor  Company,  P.O.  box  1529, 

Dearborn,  MI  48121. 

MC  127060  (Sub-ft-lTA),  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant:  GLOBAL 
MOVING  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  7901  Ist 
Avenue  South,  Seattle,  WA  98108. 
Representative:  Jack  R.  Davis,  1100  IBM 
Building,  Seattle,  WA  98101.  General 
commodities  (excluding  Class  A  and  B 
explosives)  between  points  within  the 
commercial  zones  of  Portland,  OR, 
Vancouver,  Longview,  Tacoma,  Seattle, 
Everett,  Bellingham  and  Blaine,  WA, 
restricted  to  shipments  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water,  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shippers:  Farrel 
Lines  Int’l  Shipping  Co.,  400  Norton 
Bldg.,  Seattle,  WA  98104;  Joseph  Simon 
&  Sons,  Inc.,  2202  E.  River  St.,  Tacoma, 
WA;  Norton  Lilly  &  Co.,  600  First  Ave., 
Seattle,  WA  98104. 

MC  146464  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  NEVADA 
GENERAL  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1239,  Lamoille,  NV  89828. 
Representative:  David  E.  Wishney,  P.O. 
Box  837,  Boise,  ID  83701.  Mining 
equipment,  material,  supplies  and  ore, 
between  points  in  NV  and  UT,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  All  Minerals 
Corp.,  Box  7680,  Murray,  UT  84107. 

MC  730  (Sub-6-llTA),  filed  September 
8, 1980.  Applicant:  PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  25 
North  Via  Monte,  Walnut  Creek,  CA 
94598.  Representative:  Alfred  G.  Krebs, 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Common 
Carrier:  Regular  Routes:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment. 
(1)  Between  Hagerstown,  MD  and 
Memphis,  TN,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  and  serving 
junction  Interstate  Hwys  40  and  265  for 
purposes  of  joinder  only:  From 
Hagerstown  over  Interstate  Hwy  81  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  40,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  40  to  Memphis,  and 
return  over  the  same  route:  (2)  Between 
Jackson,  MS  and  Louisville,  KY,  as  an 


alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  and  serving 
Junction  Interstate  Hwys  40  and  265  for 
purposes  of  joinder  only:  From  Jackson 
over  Interstate  Hwy  20  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  31,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  31  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  65,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  65  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  40,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  40  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  265,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  265  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  65,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  65  to 
Louisville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  270  days.  There  are  no 
supporting  shippers.  An  Applicant’s 
Statement  is  provided  to  establish  that 
these  alternate  routes  eliminate 
needless  miles  and  afford  fuel  savings. 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  and 
interline.  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  141532  (Sub-6-lOTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  PACIFIC 
STATES  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  10244 
Arrow  Highway,  Rancho  Cucamonga, 

CA  91730.  Representative:  Michael  J. 
Norton,  1905  South  Redwood  Road,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84104.  Plastic  pipe, 
asbestos  cement  pipe,  composition  and 
prepared  roof ing  and  asphalt  shingles, 
from  Los  Angeles,  Stockton,  Pittsburgh 
and  Long  Beach,  CA  to  points  in  OR, 
WA,  ID,  MT,  and  UT  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Johns-Manville 
Sales  Corporation,  2600  Campus  Drive, 
San  Mateo,  CA  94403. 

MC  141867  (Sub-6-6TA).  filed 
September  9, 1980.  Applicant: 
SPECIALIZED  TRUCKING  SERVICE, 
INC.,  2301  Milwaukee  Way,  Tacoma, 
WA  98421.  Representative:  Ronald  R. 
Brader  (same  as  applicant).  Aircraft, 
aircraft  assemblies,  aerospace  craft 
parts,  materials  and  equipment  used  in 
the  maintenance,  servicing,  operation 
and  manufacture  of  aircraft,  aerospace 
vehicles  and  hardware,  hydrofoil  boats, 
asphalt  plants,  wind  turbine  systems 
and  water  purification  systems, 
between  points  in  Segwick  County,  KS 
and  Tulsa  County,  OK  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  King  and 
Snohomish  Counties,  WA  and 
Multnomah  County,  OR  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Boeing  Company,  P.O.  Box  3707  M/S 
3N-65,  Seattle,  WA  98124. 

MC  136818  (Sub-fr-17TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  SWIFT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  INC., 
335  West  Elwood  Rd.,  Phoenix,  AZ 
85041.  Representative:  Donald  E. 
Fernaays,  4040  E.  McDowell  Rd..  Suite 
320,  Phoenix,  AZ  85008.  Salt  and  salt 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  Toole 
County,  UT,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
and  NM,  for  270  days.  An  underlying 


ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 

Supporting  shipper  Utah  Salt  Company, 
1935  S.  Main,  Suite  307,  Salt  Lake  City, 
UT  84115. 

MC  151772  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  TWH, 

INC.,  221  S.  Hayes  St,  Tehachapi,  CA 
93561.  Representative;  Earl  N.  Miles, 

3704  Candlewood  Dr.,  Bakersfield,  CA 
^06.  (1)  Cement  in  bulk  or  in  packages 
from  Monolith,  CA  to  Clark,  Lincoln, 
Esmeralda  and  Nye  Counties,  NV;  (2) 
Gypsum  and  fluorspar  in  bulk  or  in 
packages  from  Clark,  Lincoln, 

Esmeralda  and  Nye  Counties,  NV  to 
Monolith,  CA,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Monolith  Portland  Cement  Co., 
1025  N.  Brand  Blvd.,  Suite  201,  Glendale, 
CA  91202. 

MC  146075  (Sub-6-2TA).  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant:  TEXAS 
INTERMOUNTAIN 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  6161  W.  29th 
PL,  Wheatridge,  CO  80214. 
Representative:  Delbert  Ewing  (same  as 
applicant).  (1)  Malt  beverages,  and 
related  advertising  materials,  (2)  Empty 
used  beverage  containers  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  and  dealt  with  by 
breweries:  between  Jefferson  County, 

CO  and  points  in  TX  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper;  Adolph 
Coors  Company,  Golden,  CO  80401. 

MC  143328  (Sub-6-5TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  EUGENE 
TRIPP  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  2730, 
Missoula,  MT  59806.  Representative: 
David  A.  Sutherland,  Suite  400, 1150 
Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20036.  Beverages,  fi:om  MT,  to 
points  in  ID,  OR,  UT,  and  WA,  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Beverage 
Distributors,  Inc.,  2010  South  3rd  West, 
Missoula,  MT  59801. 

MC  151760  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant:  EDWARD 
T.  WENDLER,  d.b.a.  WENDLER 
HAULING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  257,  Rainier, 
WA  98576.  Representative:  Edward  T. 
Wendler  (same  as  applicant).  Poles  and 
piling  from  points  in  Thurston  and 
Pierce  Counties,  WA  to  shipping  points 
in  Tacoma  and  Seattle,  WA,  for  the 
account  of  Cascade  Pole  Company,  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Cascade 
Pole  Company,  P.O.  Box  1496,  Tacoma, 
WA  98401. 

MC  141804  (Sub-6-76TA),  filed 
September  5, 1980.  Applicant: 

WESTERN  EXPRESS,  Division  of 
Interstate  Rental,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3488, 
Ontario,  CA  91761.  Representative: 
Frederick  J.  Coffman  (same  as 
applicant).  Motor  and  parts  and 
accessories  for  motors,  from  Fond  du 
Lac.  WI  to  Hayward,  CA  and  their 
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respective  commercial  zones,  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Mercury 
Marine,  A  Division  of  Brunswick 
Corporation,  One  Brunswick  Plaza, 
Skokie,  IL  60067. 

MC  141804  (Sub-6-77TA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 

WESTERN  EXPRESS.  Division  of 
Interstate  Rental,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3488, 
Ontario,  CA  91761.  Representative: 
Frederick  J.  Coffman  (same  as 
applicant).  Printed  forms,  paper, 
printing  material,  related  materials  and 
supplies  and  items  necessary  for 
production  of  printed  materials  and 
forms,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

(except  AK  and  HI).  Restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Moore 
Business  Forms,  Inc.  and  its 
subsidiaries,  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 

Supporting  shipper:  Moore  Business 
Forms,  Inc.,  1205  N.  Milwaukee  Street, 
Glenview,  IL  60025. 

MC  151770  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
September  8, 1980.  Applicant: 
WYOMING  HOT  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  766,  Cheyenne,  WY  82001. 
Representative:  James  G.  Stephen  (same 
address  as  applicant).  (1)  Machinery, 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies,  used 
in  or  in  connection  with  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  refining, 
manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  and,  (2)  Machinery, 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  or  in  connection  with  the 
construction,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance  and  dismantling 
of  pipelines,  including  their  stringing  and 
picking  up.  Restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  complete  oil  drilling 
rigs.  (3)  Mine  and  Mill  Machinery, 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies, 
between  points  in  WY  and  CO  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shippers:  Gair- 
Binderup  Co.,  Charles  O.  Nicks,  Plant 
Manager,  3610  Brighton  Blvd.  Denver, 
CO  80216.  Off-Highway  Rims,  Inc‘., 

Roger  Clary,  Sales  Manager,  3161  Green 
Valley  Rd.,  Cheyenne,  WY  82001. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29117  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


(Finance  Docket  No.  29461] 

Indiana  Interstate  Railway  Co.,  Inc.— 
Operation  of  a  Line  of  Railroad  in 
Elkhart  and  LaGrange  Counties,  Ind. 

Indiana  Interstate  Railway  Company. 
Inc.  (Applicant),  represented  by  Mr. 


Donald  R.  Marks,  President,  Indiana 
Interstate  Railway  Company,  Inc.,  7725 
Broadway,  Merrillville,  IN  46410,  hereby 
gives  notice  that  on  the  8th  day  of 
September,  1980,  it  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  at 
Washington,  DC,  an  application 
pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  10901  for  a 
decision  approving  and  authorizing  it  to 
operate  approximately  16  miles  of 
railroad  located  in  Elkhart  and 
LaGrange  Counties,  IN. 

In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
regulations  (49  CFR  1108.8)  in  Ex  Parte 
No.  55  (Sub-No.  4),  Implementation — 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act, 

1969,  352  LC.C.  451  (1976),  any  protests 
may  include  a  statement  indicating  the 
presence  or  absence  of  any  effect  of  the 
requested  Commission  action  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment.  If 
any  such  effect  is  alleged  to  be  present, 
the  statement  shall  indicate  with 
specific  data  the  exact  nature  and 
degree  of  the  anticipated  impact.  See 
Implementation — National 
Environmental  Policy  Act,  1969,  supra, 
at  p.  487. 

l^rsuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended, 
the  proceeding  will  be  handled  without 
public  hearings  unless  comments  in 
support  or  opposition  on  such 
application  are  Bled  with  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  12th 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20423,  and  the 
aforementioned  counsel  for  applicant, 
within  30  days  after  date  of  first 
publication  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation.  Any  interested  person  is 
entitled  to  recommend  to  the 
Commission  that  it  approve,  disapprove, 
or  take  any  other  speciBc  action  with 
respect  to  such  application. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

{FR  Doc.  80-29113  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


Long-  and  Short-Haul  Application  for 
Relief  (Formerly  Fourth  Section 
Application) 

September  17, 1980. 

This  application  for  long-and-short- 
haul  relief  has  been  filed  with  the  I.C.C. 

Protests  are  due  at  the  I.C.C.  on  or 
before  October  7, 1980. 

No.  43863,  Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B-85),  increased 
rates  and  provisions  on  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  from  stations  in 
Arkansas,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Missouri, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma  and  Texas,  to 
stations  in  Colorado,  Utah,  Wyoming, 
and  Farmington,  NM,  as  published  in 
Supplement  113  to  its  Tariff  ICC  SWFB 


4690,  scheduled  to  become  effective 
October  18, 1980.  Grounds  for  relief — 
revised  rate  structure  to  offset  increased 
costs  of  providing  service. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29114  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M 


Permanent  Authority  Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-24055  appearing  on 
page  53578  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday, 
August  12, 1980,  make  the  following 
correction: 

On  page  53604,  third  column,  third 
paragraph,  first  line,  “MC1511697F'’ 
should  have  read  “MC151179F”. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Proposed  Consent  Decree  in  Action 
To  Enjoin  Violation  of  Its  NPDES 
Discharge  Permit  by  Loewengart  & 

Co.,  Inc.,  at  Its  Mercersburg,  Pa., 
Tanning  Facility 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
policy,  28  CFR  50.7,  38  FR  19029,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  on  September  9, 

1980,  a  proposed  consent  decree  in 
United  States  of  America  v.  Loewengart 
and  Co.,  Inc.  (M.D.  Pa.,  No.  77-1103)  was 
lodged  with  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Pennsylvania.  The  proposed  consent 
decree  covers  Loewengart  and  Co., 

Inc.’s  tanning  facility  in  Mercersburg, 
Pennsylvania.  The  decree  settles  a 
lawsuit  filed  by  the  United  States  on 
behalf  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  against  the  corporation  for 
injunctive  relief  and  civil  penalties 
under  the  Clean  Water  Act  for  violation 
of  its  NPDES  discharge  permit.  The 
decree  requires  the  corporation  to  bring 
its  facility  into  compliance  with  its 
NPDES  permit  by  installation  of  a 
wastewater  treatment  system  to  treat 
the  wastes  from  its  tanning  process  prior 
to  their  discharge  into  the  Johnston  Run, 
and  for  payment  of  a  civil  penalty  in  the 
amount  of  $57,250.00  to  the  United 
States. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  Clerk’s  Office,  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Middle 
District  of  Pennsylvania,  Federal 
Building,  228  Walnut  Street,  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania  17108,  and  at  the  Pollution 
Control  Section,  Land  and  Natural 
Resources  Division  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  Room  2629,  Ninth  and 


62944 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  185  /  Monday.  September  22,  1980  /  Notices 


Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20530.  A  copy  of  the 
proposed  decree  may  be  obtained  in 
person  or  by  mail  from  Kenneth  Reich, 
Attorney,  Pollution  Control  Section, 

Land  and  Natural  Resources  Division  of 
the  Department  of  Justice. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
written  comments  relating  to  the 
proposed  consent  decree  for  a  period  of 
thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of  this 
notice.  Comments  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Attorney 
General,  Land  and  Natural  Resources 
Division,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  20530,  and  should 
refer  to  United  States  of  America  v. 
Loewengart  and  Co..  Inc.  (M.D.  Pa.,  No. 
77-1103),  D.J.  Ref.  90-5-1-1-876. 

Angus  Macbeth, 

Deputy  Assistant  Attorney  General.  Land  and 
Natural  Resources  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29224  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am) 

8ILUNQ  CODE  4410-01-M 


National  Institute  of  Justice 

Competitive  Graduate  Research 
Fellowship  Program;  Solicitation  of 
Applications 

The  National  Institute  of  Justice 
announces  a  competitive  Graduate 
Research  Fellowship  Program  to  provide 
a  limited  number  of  Fellowships  which 
will  be  awarded  to  doctoral  candidates, 
through  sponsoring  institutions,  to 
support  students  engaged  in  the 
research  and  writing  of  a  doctoral 
dissertation  in  the  area  of  criminal 
justice.  Applicants  must  have  completed 
all  degree  requirements  except  for 
research,  writing  and  defense  of  the 
dissertation  prior  to  awarding  of  the 
grant. 

There  will  be  two  cycles  of  the 
Graduate  Research  Fellowship  program 
during  Fiscal  Year  1981.  Submissions 
postmarked  on  or  before  November  1, 
1980  will  be  considered  submissions  to 
the  first  cycle,  and  those  postmarked 
after  November  1. 1980  and  before 
March  2, 1981  will  be  considered 
submissions  to  the  second  cycle.  A 
number  of  grants  will  be  awarded.  The 
maximum  award  for  each  grant  is 
$11,000,  which  provides  a  stipend  for  the 
student,  allowance  for  dependents, 
major  project  costs  and  certain 
university  fees. 

Additional  information  and  copies  of 
the  announcement  may  be  obtained  by 
sending  a  self-addressed  mailing  label 
to:  Solicitation — Graduate  Research 
Fellowship  Program,  National  Criminal 
Justice  Reference  Service.  Box  6000, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20850. 


Dated:  August  11, 1980. 

Harry  M.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  National  Institute  of  Justice. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29122  Filed  9-19-80: 8:4S  ein| 

BILUNG  CODE  4410-18-M 


Office  of  Justice  Assistance, 

Research,  and  Statistics 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration 

Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics 

Reduction  of  the  Match  Requirement 
for  Selected  National  Priority 
Programs 

AGENCIES:  Office  of  Justice  Assitance, 
Research,  and  Statistics  (OJARS);  Law 
Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 
(LEAA);  and  Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics 
(BJS):  U.S.  Department  of  Justice. 

ACTION:  Reduction  of  the  Match 
Requirement  for  the  Juror  Utilization 
and  Management  (JUM),  Treatment 
Alternatives  to  Street  Crime  (TASC), 
Managing  Criminal  Investigations  (MCI), 
and  Prosecutor’s  Management 
Information  System  (PROMIS)  National 
Priority  Programs. 


summary:  The  Office  of  Justice 
Assistance,  Research,  and  Statistics 
(OJARS),  the  Law  Enforcement 
Assistance  Administration  (LEAA),  and 
the  Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics  (BJS)  of 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Justice  will 
consider  a  waiver  of  a  portion  of  the  50 
percent  match  requirements  announced 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  February  15, 
1980  (45  FR 10704-10707).  for  the  Juror 
Utilization  and  Management  (JUM), 
Treatment/Altematives  to  Street  Crime 
(TASC),  Managing  Criminal 
Investigations  (MCI),  and  Prosecutor's 
Management  Information  System 
(PROMIS)  National  Prioity  Programs. 

The  reduction  in  the  match  requirements 
is  necessitated  by  the  reduction  of  the 
LEAA  budget,  thereby  curtailing  the 
availability  of  formula  funds  as  match. 

For  Fiscal  Year  1980  continuation 
grant  applications  under  the  Juror 
Utilization  and  Management  Program,  a 
reduction  in  the  match  requirement  to  a 
statutory  minimum  of  ten  percent  will  be 
considered. 

For  Fiscal  Year  1980  new-start  grant 
applications  under  the  Treatment 
Alternatives  to  Street  Crime  Program,  a 
reduction  in  the  match  requirement  to  45 
percent  will  be  considered. 

For  Fiscal  Year  1980  new-start  grant 
applications  imder  the  Managing 
Criminal  Investigations  Program,  a 
reduction  in  the  match  requirement  to  a 
statutory  minimum  of  ten  percent  will  be 
considered. 


For  Fiscal  Year  1980  grant 
applications  under  the  Prosecutor’s 
Management  Information  System 
Program,  a  reduction  in  the  match 
requirement  to  a  statutory  minimum  of 
ten  percent  will  be  considered. 

The  aforementioned  reductions  in 
match  will  be  considered  in  those  cases 
where: 

(a)  It  is  shown  that  the  applicant  has 
sought  formula  funds  and  other  state  or 
local  funds  for  match  at  the  50  percent 
level: 

(b)  It  is  shown  that  formula  funds  are 
unavailable  for  match  at  the  50  percent 
level  because  they  are  required  to 
support  the  administrative 
responsibilities  of  the  State  Criminal 
Justice  Council: 

(c)  It  is  shown  that  other  funds  are 
unavailable  for  match  at  the  50  percent 
level: 

(d)  It  is  shown  that  the  project  for 
which  funding  is  sought  can  proceed  to 
meet  program  objectives  at  the  reduced 
total  project  amount. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

R.  John  Gregrich,  Program  Manager, 

Juror  Utilization  and  Management 
Program,  Adjudication  Division,  Office 
of  Criminal  Justice  Programs,  Law 
Enforcement  Assistance  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20531.  Telephone: 

(202)  724-7681. 

Karen  McFadden,  Program  Manager, 
Treatment  Alternatives  to  Street  Crime 
Program,  Corrections  Division,  Office  of 
Criminal  Justice  Programs,  Law 
Enforcement  Assistance  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20531.  Telephone: 

(202)  724-5944. 

Charles  J.  Sorrentino',  Program 
Manager,  Managing  Criminal 
Investigations  Program,  Enforcement 
Division,  Office  of  Criminal  Justice 
Programs,  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20531. 
Telephone:  (202)  724-7560. 

Art  Fuldner,  Program  Manager, 
Prosecutor’s  Management  Information 
System,  Systems  Development  Division, 
Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics,  Washington. 
D.C.  20531.  Telephone:  (301)  492-9057. 
Robert  F.  Diegelman, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Justice  Assistance. 
Research,  and  Statistics. 

Homer  F.  Broome,  Jr., 

Administrator,  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration, 

Benjamin  Renshaw, 

Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29218  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Subcommittee  for  Oversight  and 
Evaluation  of  the  Office  of 
Oceanographic  Facilities  and  Support; 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463. 
as  amended,  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting: 

Name;  Subcommittee  for  Oversight  and 
Evaluation  of  the  Office  of  Oceanographic 
Facilities  and  Support  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  for  Ocean  Sciences. 

Date  and  time:  October  9  and  10. 1980;  9  a.m. 

,  to  5  p.m.  each  day. 

Place:  Room  642,  National  Science 
Foundation,  1800  G  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Type  of  meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  person:  Dr.  Grant  Gross.  Acting 
Director,  Division  of  Ocean  Sciences.  Room 
609,  National  Science  Foundation. 
Washington,  D.C.  20550.  Telephone:  202- 
357-9639. 

Purpose  of  subcommittee;  To  provide  expert 
assistance  in  carrying  out  external 
oversight  which  is  concerned  with  the 
examination  of  decisions  made,  procedures 
and  policies  in  effect  and  focuses  on 
operations  and  activities,  priorities, 
program  balance,  and  selection  of  awards. 
Agenda:  Review  and  comparison  of  declined 
proposals  (and  supporting  documentation) 
with  successful  awards  in  the  Office  of 
Oceanographic  Facilities  and  Support, 
including  review  of  peer  review  materials 
and  other  privileged  material.  Preparation 
of  draft  report. 

Reason  for  closing;  The  Subcommittee  will  be 
reviewing  grants  and  declination  jackets 
which  contain  the  names  of  applicant 
institutions  and  principal  investigators  and 
privileged  information  contained  in 
declined  proposals.  This  session  wilt  also 
include  a  review  of  the  peer  review 
documentation  pertaining  to  applicants. 
These  matters  are  within  exemptions  (4) 
and  (6)  of  5  U.S.C.  552b(c),  Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act. 

Authority  to  close  meeting:  This 
determination  was  made  by  the  Committee 
Management  Officer  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  The 
'  Committee  Management  Officer  was 
delegated  the  authority  to  make  such 
determinations  by  the  Director,  NSF,  on 
July  6. 1979. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Coordinator. 
September  17, 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29213  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am| 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  50-368] 

Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co.  (Arkansas 
Nuclear  One,  Unit  2);  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  14  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  NPF-6  issued  to 
Arkansas  Power  and  Light  Company  for 
Operation  of  Arkansas  Nuclear  One, 

Unit  2  (the  facility]  located  at  the 
licensee’s  site  in  Pope  County, 

Arkansas.  The  amended  license  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  changes  Appendix  A 
Technical  Specifications  to  identify  the 
water  flow  rate  requirements  for  the 
operation  mode  allowed  by  Technical 
Specification  3.6.2.3  wherein  one  of  the 
containment  cooling  units  in  one  of  the 
containment  cooling  system  loops  may 
be  out  of  service. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4]  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  the 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  September  11, 1980, 

(2)  Amendment  No.  14  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  NPF-6,  and  (3) 
the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  These  items  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room  at 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555  and  the  Arkansas  Polytechnic 
College,  Russellville,  Arkansas  72801.  A 
copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  12th  day 
of  September  1980. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Robert  A.  Clark, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  3, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29180  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 

(Docket  Nos.  50-317  and  50-318] 

Baltimore  Gas  &  Electric  Co.;  Issuance 
of  Amendments  to  Facility  Operating 
Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission]  has 
issued  Amendment  Nos  46  and  29  to 
Facility  Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-53 
and  DPR-69,  issued  to  Baltimore  Gas 
and  Electric  Company,  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Calvert  Cliffs  Nuclear  Power  Plant. 
Unit  Nos.  1  and  2  (the  facility]  located  in 
Calvert  County,  Maryland.  The 
amendments  are  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  issuance. 

The  amendments  correct  the  Unit  2 
AC  electrical  bus  designations;  modify 
visual  inspection  requirements  for 
critical  hose  stations  inside  the 
containment;  and  modify  the  safety 
related  hydraulic  snubbers  list. 

The  applications  for  the  amendments 
comply  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act],  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  Ae  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  was  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant 
environmental  impact  and  that  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  §  51.5(d](4]  an  environmental 
impact  statement,  or  negative 
declaration  and  environmental  impact 
appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  the  issuance  of  these 
amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1]  the  applications  for 
amendments  dated  July  24, 1979  and 
January  22, 1979,  (2]  Amendment  Nos.  4^ 
and  29  to  License  Nos.  DPR-53  and 
DPR-69,  and  (3]  the  Commission's 
related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  and  at  the  Calvert  County  Library, 
Prince  Frederick,  Maryland.  A  copy  of 
items  (2]  and  (3]  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 


62946  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  185  /  Monday,  September  22,  1980  /  Notices 


D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  10th  day 
of  September,  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Robert  A.  Clark, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  3. 
Division  of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29181  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  50-510  and  50-511] 

Gulf  States  Utilities  Co.  (Blue  Hills ' 
Station,  Units  1  and  2);  Reconstitution 
of  Board 

Lester  Kornblith,  Jr.,  was  a  member  of 
the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
for  the  above  proceeding.  Mr.  Kornblith 
retired  and  is  unable  to  continue  his 
service  on  this  Board 
Accordingly,  Gustave  A.  Linenberger, 
Jr.,  is  appointed  a  member  of  this  Board. 
Reconstitution  of  the  Board  in  this 
manner  is  in  accordance  with  §  2.721  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice,  as 
amended. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  12th  day  of 
September  1980. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 

Acting  Chairman,  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29182  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-289  SP  (Restart)] 

Metropolitan  Edison  Co. 

(Three  Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station,  Unit 
No.  1);  Commencing  Evidentiary 
Hearing 

September  15, 1980. 

On  July  2, 1979,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  ordered  the 
licensee.  Metropolitan  Edison  Company, 
to  maintain  Unit  No.  1  of  the  Three  Mile 
Island  Nuclear  Station  (TMl-lJ  in  a  cold 
shutdown  condition  until  a  hearing  is 
conducted  and  until  further  order  of  the 
Commission.  On  August  9, 1979  the 
Commission  issued  an  Order  and  Notice 
of  Hearing  which  was  published  on 
August  15, 1979  in  Volume  44,  Federal 
Register,  p.  47821.  The  Order  and  Notice 
of  Hearing,  among  other  things,  directed 
this  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
to  conduct  a  hearing  on  several  subjects 
relative  to  the  possible  restart  of  TMI-1 
and  provided  an  opportunity  for  any 
person  whose  interest  may  be  affected 
by  the  proceeding  to  file  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene.  Subsequently  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  by  its 
Governor,  the  Pennsylvania  Public 
Utility  Commission,  the  Consumer 


Advocate  of  Pennsylvania,  and  the 
County  of  Dauphin  filed  petitions  to 
participate  as  government  agencies 
under  10  CFR  2.715(c).  These  agencies 
were  accepted  as  participants  in  the 
proceeding. 

Ten  persons  or  organizations  were 
accepted  as  intervening  parties  under 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.714.  Nine 
interveners  were  either  persons  whose 
interests  might  be  affected  by  the 
outcome  of  the  proceeding  because  of 
their  residence  or  other  activities 
relatively  close  to  Three  Mile  Island,  or 
the  intervenors  were  organizations  who 
represented  persons  with  such  interests. 
One  intervenor  was  accepted  to  assist  in 
developing  an  adequate  evidentiary 
record  on  a  particular  issue. 

After  a  period  of  time  during  which 
the  participants  have  gathered 
information  concerning  the  issues  to  be 
considered  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
restart  of  TMI-1,  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  has  determined  that  the 
matter  is  ready  for  the  evidentiary 
hearing. 

Therefore  please  take  notice  that  the 
evidentiary  hearing  in  this  proceeding 
will  conunence  at  9:00  A.M.,  October  15, 
1980  at  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  Hearing  Room: 

25  North  Court  Street  (Ground  Floor), 

Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania. 

All  parties.  Commonwealth  agencies, 
or  their  respective  counsel  are  required 
to  attend  and  to  remain  in  attendance 
until  excused.  The  hearings  are  public. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board. 

Bethesda,  Md.,  September  15. 1980. 

Ivan  W.  Smith, 

Chairman. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29185  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am| 
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[Dockets  Nos.  50-286  and  50-333] 

Power  Authority  of  the  State  of  New 
York;  Issuance  of  Amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  32  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-64  issued  to 
the  Power  Authority  of  the  State  of  New 
York  (the  licensee],  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Indian  Point  Nuclear  Generating 
Unit  No.  3  (the  facility)  located  in 
Buchanan,  Westchester  County,  New 
York,  and  Amendment  No.  50  to 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-59,  issued  to 
the  Power  Authority  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  which  revised  the  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  James 
A.  Fitzpatrick  Nuclear  Plant  (the  facility) 
located  in  Oswego  County,  New  York, 


These  amendments  are  effective  as  of 
the  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendments  change  the 
organization  charts  and  position  titles 
and  increase  the  membership  of  the 
Safety  Review  Committee  (SRC)  for 
both  units.  In  addition,  the  amendment 
for  Indian  Point  3  deletes  a  redundant 
review  for  the  SRC,  increases  to  60  days 
the  review  by  the  Plant  Operating 
Review  Committee  (PORC)  and 
approval  by  the  Resident  Manager  of 
temporary  changes  to  enviromental 
procedures,  and  changes  the  definition 
of  “operable.” 

The  applications  for  the  amendments 
comply  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  was  not  required 
since  these  amendments  do  not  involve 
a  significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant 
environmental  impact  and  that  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  §  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental 
impact  statement  or  negative 
declaration  and  environmental  impact 
appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  issuance  of  these 
amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendments  dated  November  2, 1978, 
October  2, 1979,  November  28, 1979  and 
May  23, 1980,  (2)  Amendment  No.  32  to 
License  No.  DPR-64  for  Indian  Point 
Unit  3,  (3)  Amendment  No.  50  to  License 
No.  DPR-59  for  the  James  A.  Fitzpatrick 
Nuclear  Power  Plant,  and  (4)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  at  the  White 
Plains  Public  Library,  100  Martine 
Avenue,  White  Plains,  New  York  for 
Indian  Point  3;  and  at  the  Penfield 
Library,  State  University  College  at 
Oswego,  Oswego,  New  York  13126  for 
Fitzpatrick.  A  copy  of  items  (2),  (3)  and 
(4)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th  day 
of  September,  1980. 
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For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Steven  A.  Varga, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  1, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

IFR  Doc.  80-2(084  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  ani| 
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Regulatory  Guide;  Issuance  and 
Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  topical  report,  NUREG- 
0506,  “Introduction  and  User’s 
Information  for  the  Fixed  Site  Physical 
Protection  Upgrade  Rule  Guidance 
Compendium.”  It  suggests  a  process  for 
using  the  guidance,  developed  by  the 
NRC  staff,  to  aid  in  the  design  of  a 
physical  security  system  that  meets  the 
upgraded  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  physical  protection 
regulations.  This  introductory  report  is 
one  in  a  collection  of  documents 
included  in  NUREG-0669,  “The  Fixed 
Site  Physical  Protection  Upgrade  Rule 
Guidance  Compendium.”  NUREG-0506 
is  available  for  inspection  or  copying  for 
a  fee  at  the  NRC  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  may  be  purchased  for  $1.75 
directly  from  NRC  by  sending  check  or 
money  order  payable  to  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents  to  the 
-  Director,  Division  of  Technical 

Information  and  Document  Control,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  GPO  Deposit 
Account  holders  may  charge  their  order 
by  calling  (301)  492-9530.  Copies  are 
also  available  for  purchase  through  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service, 
Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 

(5  U.S.C.  552(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  15th  day  of 
September  1900. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Robert  B.  Minogue, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards  Development. 

|FR  Doc.  S0-39}e8  Filed  9-19-SO;  8:45  iim| 
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[Dockets  Nos.  50-280  and  50-281] 

Virginia  Electric  &  Power  Co.;  Issuance 
of  Amendments  to  Facility  Operating 
Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission]  has 
issued  Amendment  Nos.  61  and  61  to 
Facility  Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-32 
and  DPR-37  issued  to  Virginia  Electric 
and  Power  Company  for  the  Surry 
Power  Station,  Unit  Nos.  1  and  2  (the 
facilities)  located  in  Surry  County, 
Virginia.  The  amendments  are  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 


The  amendments  add  license 
conditions  to  include  the  Commission- 
approved  Safeguards  Contingency  Plan 
as  part  of  the  licenses. 

The  licensee’s  filing  complies  with  the 
standards  and  requirements  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations.  The  Commission  has 
made  appropriate  findings  as  required 
by  the  Act  nnd  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I, 
which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendments.  Prior  public  notice  of  these 
amendments  was  not  required  since  the 
amendments  do  not  involve  a  signiHcant 
hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant 
environmental  impact  and  that  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  51.5(d)(4)  and  environmental 
impact  statement,  or  negative 
declaration  and  environmental  impact 
appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  the  issuance  of  these 
amendments. 

Tlie  licensee’s  filing  dated  May  1, 1980 
is  being  withheld  from  public  disclosure 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.790(d).  The 
withheld  information  is  subject  to 
disclosure  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  9.12. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  Amendment  Nos.  61  and 
61  to  License  Nos.  DPR-32  and  DPR-37, 
and  (2)  the  Commission’s  related  letter 
to  the  licensee  dated  September  5, 1980. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  as  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  the  Swem 
Librarj',  College  of  William  and  Mary, 
Williamsburg,  Virginia.  A  copy  of  items 
(1)  and  (2)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addresed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Ojjerating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th  day 
of  Sapteinber,  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatwy  Commission- 
Steven  A.  Varga, 

Chief  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  1, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29183  Filed  9-19-60;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-M 


Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Systems  of 
Records,  Minor  Amendments 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notification  of  minor 
amendments  to  system  of  records. 

summary:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  is  amending  System  of 


Records  NRC-21,  which  contains 
personal  information  about  individuals 
and  from  which  such  information  can  be 
retrieved  by  an  individual  identifier. 
Amendments  are  made  to  paragraphs 
entitled  “Storage,”  “Retrievability,” 
“Safeguards,”  and  “Retention  and 
disposal.”  The  amendments  are  minor  to 
reflect  the  use  of  automatic  data 
processing  (ADP)  equipment. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  amendments 
become  effective  on  October  22, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joseph  M.  Felton,  Director,  Division  of 
Rules  and  Records,  Office  of 
Administration,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555, 
Telephone:  301-492-7211. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974, 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(NRC)  has  published  notices  of  those 
systems  of  records  maintained  by  the 
NRC  which  contain  personal 
information  about  individuals  and  from 
which  such  information  can  be  retrieved 
by  an  individual  identifier.  The  notices 
have  been  published  as  documents 
subject  to  publication  in  the  aimual 
compilation  of  Privacy  Act  documents. 
The  NRC  published  a  notice  of  the 
proposed  minor  amendments  to  NRC-21 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  October  16, 
1979  (44  FR  59685).  The  notice  invited 
comment  on  the  proposed  minor 
amendments  by  November  15, 1979.  No 
comments  were  received. 

The  amendments  set  forth  below 
amend  certain  paragraphs  of  System  of 
Records  NRC-21,  “Payroll  Accounting 
Records — ^NRC”  entitled  “Storage”  to 
include  magnetic  tapes  and  disks; 
“Retrievability”  to  include  social 
security  number;  “Safeguards”  to 
include  magnetic  tapes  and  disks  and 
ADP  protection:  and  “Retention  and 
disposal”  to  include  ADP  information 
destruction  schedule.  The  use  of  ADP 
equijpment  will  not  increase  the  risk  of 
unauthorized  access  to  information. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
sections  552  and  552a  of  title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  adoption  of  the  following 
amendments  to  NRC  System  of  Records 
NRC-21,  which  are  published  as  a 
document  subject  to  publication  in  the 
annual  compilation  of  Privacy  Act 
documents. 

The  paragraphs  of  NRC-21  entitled 
"Storage,”  “Retrievability,” 
“Safeguards,”  and  “Retention  and 
disposal”  are  amended  as  to  read  as 
follows: 
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NRC-21 

«  4  *  *  « 

STORAGE: 

File  folders,  microfiche,  magnetic 
tapes,  and  disks. 

retrievabiuty: 

ACCESSED  BY  NAME  AND  SOCIAL  SECURITY 
NUMBER. 

SAFEGUARDS 

File  folders,  microHche,  tapes,  and 
disks,  including  backup  data,  are 
maintained  in  locked  cabinets  in 
secured  locked  rooms  after  working 
hours.  Access  to  and  use  of  these 
records  are  limited  to  those  persons 
whose  official  duties  require  such 
access. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

File  folders  are  retained  for  four  years 
after  transfer  or  separation  of  an 
employee,  then  destroyed  by  shredding. 
ADP  information  is  retained  on  disks  for 
one  year,  transferred  to  and  retained  on 
magnetic  tape  for  three  years;  then  the 
tape  is  erased. 

***** 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  10th  day 
of  September  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
William  }.  Dircks, 

Acting  Executive  Director  for  Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29173  Filed  9-19-80. 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7S90-0t-M 


(Dockets  Nos.  50-269,  50-270,  and  50-287] 

Duke  Power  Co.;  Proposed  Issuance  of 
Amendments  to  Facility  Operating 
Licenses 

The  United  States  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission]  is 
considering  issuance  of  amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  Licenses  Nos.  DPR- 
38,  DPR-47  and  DPR-55  issued  to  Duke 
Power  Company  (the  licensee],  for 
operation  of  the  Oconee  Nuclear 
Station,  Units  Nos.  1, 2  and  3,  located  in 
Oconee  County,  South  Carolina. 

The  amendment  would  revise  the 
provisions  in  the  Station’s  common 
Technical  Specifications  to  permit  the 
expansion  of  the  spent  fuel  storage 
capacity  from  750  to  1,312  storage 
locations  for  the  spent  fuel  pool  shared 
by  Oconee  Units  1  and  2,  in  accordance 
with  the  licensee’s  application  for 
amendments  dated  July  25, 1980. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed 
license  amendments,  the  Commission 
will  have  made  Hndings  as  required  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (the  Act]  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations. 


By  October  22, 1980,  the  licensee  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  with  respect 
to  issuance  of  the  amendments  to  the 
subject  facility  operating  licenses  and 
any  person  whose  interest  may  be 
affected  by  this  proceeding  and  who 
wishes  to  participate  as  a  party  in  the 
proceeding  must  Hie  a  WTitten  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene.  Request  for  a 
hearing  and  petitions  for  leave  to 
intervene  shall  be  filed  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  "Rules  of 
Practice  for  Domestic  Licensing 
Proceedings”  in  10  CFR  Part  2.  If  a 
request  for  a  hearing  or  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  filed  by  the  above 
date,  the  Commission  or  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board,  designated 
by  the  Commission  or  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  Panel,  will  rule  on  the  request 
and/or  petition  and  the  Secretary  or  the 
designated  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  will  issue  a  notice  of  hearing  or 
an  appropriate  order. 

As  required  by  10  CFR  2.714,  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  interest  of 
the  petitioner  in  the  proceeding,  and 
how  that  interest  may  be  affected  by  the 
results  of  the  proceeding.  The  petition 
should  specifically  explain  the  reasons 
why  intervention  should  be  permitted 
with  particular  reference  to  the 
following  factors:  (1]  the  nature  of  the 
petitioner’s  right  under  the  Act  to  be 
made  a  party  to  the  proceeding;  (2]  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  petitioner’s 
property,  financial,  or  other  interest  in 
the  proceeding;  and  (3]  the  possible 
effect  of  any  order  which  may  be 
entered  in  the  proceeding  on  the 
petitioner’s  interest.  The  petition  should 
also  identify  the  specific  aspect(s]  of  the 
subject  matter  of  ^e  proceeding  as  to 
which  petitioner  wishes  to  intervene. 
Any  person  who  has  filed  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  or  who  has  been 
admitted  as  a  party  may  amend  the 
petition  without  requesting  leave  of  the 
Board  up  to  fifteen  (15]  days  prior  to  the 
first  prehearing  conference  scheduled  in 
the  proceeding,  but  such  an  amended 
petition  must  satisfy  the  specificity 
requirements  described  above. 

Not  later  than  fifteen  (15]  days  prior  to 
the  first  prehearing  conference 
scheduled  in  the  proceeding,  a  petitioner 
shall  file  a  supplement  to  the  petition  to 
intervene  which  must  include  a  list  of 
the  contentions  which  are  sought  to  be 
litigated  in  the  matter,  and  the  basis  for 
each  contention  set  forth  with 
reasonable  specificity.  Contentions  shall 
be  limited  to  the  matters  within  the 
scope  of  the  amendment  under 
consideration.  A  petitioner  who  fails  to 
file  such  a  supplement  which  satisfies 


these  requirements  with  respect  to  at 
least  one  contention  will  not  be 
permitted  to  participate  as  a  party. 

Those  permitted  to  intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limitations  in  the  order  granting  leave  to 
intervene,  and  have  the  opportunity  to 
participate  fully  in  the  conduct  of  the 
hearing,  including  the  opportunity  to 
present  evidence  and  cross-examine  , 
witnesses. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  or  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention; 
Docketing  and  Service  Section,  or  may 
be  delivered  to  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  by  the  above  date. 
Where  petitions  are  filed  during  the  last 
ten  (10]  days  of  the  notice  period,  it  is 
requested  that  the  petitioner  or 
representative  for  the  petitioner 
promptly  so  inform  the  Commission  by  a 
toll-free  telephone  call  to  Western 
Union  at  (800]  325-6000  (in  Missouri 
(800]  342-6700].  The  Western  Union 
operator  should  be  given  Datagram 
Identification  Number  3737  and  the 
following  message  addresed  to  Robert 
Reid:  (petitioner’s  name  and  telephone 
number];  (date  petition  was  mailed]; 
(Oconee];  and  (publication  date  and 
page  number  of  the  Federal  Register 
notice].  A  copy  of  the  petition  should 
also  be  sent  to  the  Executive  Legal 
Director,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
and  to  William  L.  Porter,  Duke  Power 
Company,  P.O.  Box  2178,  422  South 
Church  Street  Charlotte,  North  Carolina 
28242,  attorney  for  the  licensee. 

Nontimely  filings  of  petitions  for  leave 
to  intervene,  amended  petitions, 
supplemental  petitions  and/or  requests 
for  hearing  will  not  be  entertained 
ajssent  a  determination  by  the 
Commission,  the  presiding  officer  or  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
designated  to  rule  on  the  petition  and/or 
request,  that  the  petitioner  has  made  a 
substantial  showing  of  good  cause  for 
the  granting  of  a  late  petition  and/or 
request.  That  determination  will  be 
based  upon  a  balancing  of  the  factors 
specified  in  10  CFR  2.714(a](i]-(v]  and 
§  2.714(d]. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  July  25, 1980,  as 
supplemented  July  1,  August  7  and 
August  14, 1980,  which  is  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the 
Oconee  County  Library,  201  South 
Spring  Street,  Walhalla,  South  Carolina. 
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Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  15th  day 
of  September  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Robert  W,  Reid, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  4, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.  80-29175  Filed  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Public  Notice  CM-8/3251 

Advisory  Committee  on  International 
Investment,  Technology,  and 
Development;  Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  the  Working  Group  on 
UN/OECD  Investment  Undertakings  of 
the  Advisory  Committee  on 
International  Investment,  Technology, 
and  Development.  The  Working  Group 
will  meet  from  9:30-12:30  on  October  8, 
1980.  The  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room 
1406  of  the  State  Department,  2201  C 
Street  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20520.  The 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss  the  October  13-24  meeting  of  the 
U.N.  Intergovernmental  Working  Group 
on  a  code  of  conduct,  recent 
developments  in  the  ILO,  and  November 
meetings  on  the  OECD  Guidelines. 

Requests  for  further  information  on 
the  meeting  should  be  directed  to  Philip 
T.  Lincoln,  Jr„  Department  of  State, 
Office  of  Investment  Affairs,  Bureau  of 
Economic  and  Business  Affairs, 
Washington,  D.C.  20520.  He  may  be 
reached  by  telephone  on  (area  code  202) 
632-2728. 

Members  of  the  public  wishing  to 
attend  the  meeting  must  contact  Mr. 

I  Lincoln’s  office  in  order  to  arrange 
entrance  to  the  State  Department 
building. 

The  Chairman  of  the  working  group, 
will  as  time  permits,  entertain  oral 
comments  from  members  of  the  public 
attending  the  meeting. 

Dated:  September  17, 1900. 

Philip  T.  Lincoln,  (r.. 

Executive  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29194  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4710-07-M 


[Public  Notice  CM-8/3231 

Advisory  Committee  to  the  U.S. 
National  Section  of  the  International 
Commission  for  the  Conservation  of 
Atlantic  Tunas;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee  to 


the  United  States  National  Section  of 
the  International  Commission  for  the 
Conservation  of  Atlantic  Tunas  will  be 
held  on  October. 15, 1980,  from  9:30  a.m. 
to  5:00  p.m.,  and  on  October  16, 1980 
from  9:30  a.m.  to  12:00  p.m.,  at  the 
National  Wildlife  Federation,  1412 16th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  October  15  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public,  and  the  public  may 
participate  in  the  discussions  subject  to 
instructions  of  the  Committee  Chairman. 
Subjects  to  be  discussed  include:  Report 
of  the  Standing  Committee  on  Research 
and  Statistics  (SCRS)  Officers’  Meeting: 
Report  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Skipja^ 
Tuna:  Report  of  the  Working  Group  on 
Juvenile  Tropical  Tunas:  Review  of  the 
Status  of  Stocks  and  Research 
Concerning  Atlantic  Bluefin  Tuna  and  of 
Small  Tunas:  Review  of  the  Status  of 
Stocks  and  Research  Concerning 
Billfish:  Review  of  the  Status  of  Stocks 
and  Research  Concerning  Yellowfin, 
Skipjack,  Albacore  and  Bigeye  Tunas: 
Present  status  and  Projection  for 
Development  of  U.S.  Longline  Fishery  in 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico:  and  Report  on  U.S. — 
Japanese  Discussions  on  Longline 
Fisheries  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

The  Advisory  Committee  will  meet  in 
closed  session  on  October  16, 1980.  At 
this  session  documents  classified  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12065 
of  June  28, 1978  will  be  circulated  and 
discussed  and  matters  will  be 
considered  which  the  public  interest 
requires  be  withheld  from  disclosure. 
Accordingly  the  determination  has  been 
made  to  close  this  session  pursuant  to 
section  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I, 
sectionlO(d)  and  5  U.S.C.  552  b(c)(l)  and 
(c)(9). 

Requests  for  further  information  on 
the  October  15  meeting  should  be 
directed  to  Douglas  McCaleb,  Office  of 
International  Fisheries  Affairs,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Department  of 
Commerce.  He  may  be  reached  by 
telephone  on  (202)  634-7257. 

Dated:  September  11, 1980. 

James  A.  Storer, 

.Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Oceans 
and  Fisheries  A  ffairs. 

IFR  Dor.  80-29219  Filed  9-19-80:  8:4.5  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4710-09-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
ICGD  80-1171 

Coast  Guard  Academy  Advisory 
Committee;  Open  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 


L.  92-463:  5  U.S.C.  App.  1)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Coast 
Guard  Academy  Advisory  Committee  to 
be  held  at  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Academy,  New  London,  CT,  on  Tuesday 
and  Wednesday  October  21-22  1980. 

The  session  on  Tuesday  will  be  held 
from  1:00  to  2:45  P.M.  An  open  session 
will  also  be  held  on  Wednesday  from 
8:45  to  10:00  A.M. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (a)  faculty,  (b)  curricula. 

The  Coast  Guard  Academy  Advisory 
Committee  was  established  in  1937  by 
Pub.  L.  75-38  to  advise  on  the  course  of 
instruction  at  the  Academy,  and  to  make 
recommendations  as  necessary. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public.  With  the  approval  of  the 
Chairman,  members  of  the  public  may 
present  oral  statements  at  the  hearing. 
Persons  wishing  to  attend  or  present 
oral  statements  at  the  hearing  should 
notify,  not  later  than  the  day  before  the 
meeting:  CAPT  Roderick  M.  White, 
USCG,  Dean  of  Academics/Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Academy  Advisory 
Committee,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Academy, 
New  London,  CT  06320,  phone  (203)  443- 
8463. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may 
present  a  written  statement  to  the 
Committee  at  any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 
15, 1980. 

R.  H.  Scarborough, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Acting 
Commandant 

(FR  Doc.  80-29248  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 

BlUiNG  CODE  4910-14-M 


(CGD  80-1181 

Ship  Structure  Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463:  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Ship 
Structure  Committee  to  be  held 
Wednesday,  October  22, 1980  at  10:00 
A.M.  in  the  Committee  Room,  Second 
Floor,  American  Bureau  of  Shipping.  65 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  The  agenda 
for  this  meeting  is  as  follows:  To  review 
the  business  and  research  projects  of  the 
Committee.  Various  ideas  and  concepts 
for  the  research  program  for  FY 1982 
will  be  discussed  and  developed. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public.  With  the  approval  of  the 
Chairman,  members  of  the  public  may 
present  oral  statements  at  the  hearing. 
Persons  wishing  to  attend  and  persons 
wishing  to  present  oral  statements 
should  notify,  CDR  T.  H.  Robinson, 
USCG,  Secretary,  Ship  Structure 
Committee,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
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Headquarters,  Washington,  D.C.  20593, 
(202)  426-2205  not  later  than  the  day 
before  the  meeting.  Any  member  of  the 
public  may  present  a  written  statement 
to  the  Committee  at  any  time. 

Henry  H.  Bell, 

Rear  Admiral  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office 
of  Merchant  Marine  Safety. 

|FR  Doc.  80-29247  Filed  9-19-60;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-14-M 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(Summary  Notice  No.  PE-80-26] 

Petitions  for  Exemption;  Summary  of 
Petitions  Received  and  Dispositions  of 
Petitions  Issued 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  petitions  for 
exemptions  received  and  of  dispositions 
of  prior  petitions. 


summary:  Pursuant  to  FAA's 
rulemaking  provisions  governing  the 
application,  processing,  and  disposition 
of  petitions  for  exemption  (14  CFR  Part 
11),  this  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  petitions  seeking  relief  from 
speciHed  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Chapter  I) 
and  of  dispositions  of  certain  petitions 
previously  received.  The  purpose  of  this 
notice  is  to  improve  the  public’s 
awareness  of,  and  participation  in,  this 
aspect  of  FAA’s  regulatory  activities. 
Neither  publication  of  this  notice  nor  the 
inclusion  or  omission  of  information  in 
the  summary  is  intended  to  affect  the 
legal  status  of  any  petition  or  its  Hnal 
disposition. 

dates:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket  number 
involved  and  must  be  received  on  or 
before:  October  13, 1980. 
addresses:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 

Petitions  for  Exemptions 


Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-204), 

Petition  Docket  No. - ,  800 

Independence  Avenue,  SW. 
Washington,  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  The 
petition,  any  comments  received  and  a 
copy  of  any  final  disposition  are  filed  in 
the  assigned  regulatory  docket  and  are 
available  for  examination  in  the  Rules 
Docket  (AGC-204),  Room  916,  FA 
Headquarters  Building  (FOB  lOA),  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone  (202) 
426-3644. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (c),  (e),  and  (g)  of  §  11.27  of 
Part  11  of  the  Federal  Aviations 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  11). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  September 
15. 1980. 

Edward  P.  Faberman, 

Acting  Assistant  Chief  Counsel  Regulations 
and  Enforcment  Division. 


Regulations  affected 


Description  of  relief  sought 


20585 . - .  Cochise  Airlines.  Inc .  14  CFR  121.291(a)(1) .  To  permit  petitioner  to  operate  Convair  440  aircraft  configured  with  47 

passenger  seats  without  first  conducting  a  full  seating  capacity 
emergency  evacuation  demonstration. 

19911 . . .  Aerovias  Nacionales  de  Colombia.  S.A.  (AVIANCA).  Portion  of  14  CFR  Parts  21, 61.  Amendment  to  exemption  No.  2892,  which  presently  allows  petitioner 

and  91.  to  operate  two  U.S.  registry  aircraft  to  include  three  additional 

Boeing  727  series  259  aircraft  of  U.S.  registry  to  be  leased  by 
AVIANCA. 

20658 . . . - . - .  Ice  Flying  Service . .  14  CFR  135.297(b) . .  To  provide  relief  from  the  requirement  for  pilots  to  demonstrate  a 

non^lirectional  radio  beacon  instrument  approach  as  a  part  of  the 
required  6-month  proficiency  check. 

20666 . . . . .  Continental  AirNnes .  14  CFR  121.310(e) _ .: .  Extension  of  the  Dec.  1, 1980,  compliance  date  until  Mar.  6,  1981,  to 

install  required  flashlights. 

20643 . - .  Tri-Slate  Rite  Service .  14  CFR  13S.261(b) . .  To  reduce  the  required  lO-hour  rest  period  to  9  hours. 

15194 .  Compania  Mexicana  de  Aviacion . . .  Portions  of  14  CFR  Parts  21. 61,  To  extend  of  the  termination  date  of  exemption  No.  2195.  with  re- 

63,  and  91.  sped  to  aircraft  N128NA  and  N129NA.  The  present  exemption  per- 


19647 .  Eli  Liny  4  Co . . 14  CFR  61.58(c).. 


To  extend  of  the  termination  date  of  exemption  No.  2195.  with  re¬ 
sped  to  aircraft  N128NA  and  N129NA.  The  present  exemption  per¬ 
mits  certain  of  the  petitioner’s  airman  to  obtain  U.S.  certificates  and 
maintence  of  the  aircraft  in  accordance  with  an  MMEL. 

Renewal  of  exemption  No.  2935  which  allows  petitioner’s  pilots  to 
complete  their  entire  24-monlh  proficiency  checks  in  an  approved 
simulator. 


Dispositions  for  Petitions  for  Exemptions 


Regulations  affected 


Description  of  relief  sought— disposition 


Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.. 


Midwest  Helicopter  Airways,  Inc.. 


20296 . . .  Flying  Tiger  Lines.. 


...  KLM  Royal  Dutch  Airlines.. 


Boeing  (Commercial  Airplane  Co.. 


Altair  Airlines,  Inc.. 


1 121.417(c)(1) . - .  To  allow  a  l2-month  extension  of  the  Sept  29,  1980,  compliance 

date  for  completion  of  crewmember  recurrent  training  involving  the 
actual  operation  of  each  type  emergency  exit  in  the  normal  and 
emergency  modes.  Partria/ grant  Sept.  10,  1980. 

I  135.261(b) .  To  allow  petitioner’s  pilots  to  have  8  instead  of  10  hours  of  rest 

during  any  24  hours  of  duty  or  two  periods  of  5  consecutive  hours. 
Granted  Sept.  8,  1980. 

1 121.445(b) .  Requests  a  60-day  extension  from  the  Aug.  31.  1980,  compliance 

date  of  sec.  121.445(b).  Granted  Sept.  4,  1980.  , 

I  various  sections .  To  permit  operation  of  three  U.S. -registered  aircraft  using  the  FAA-ap- 

proved  master  minimum  equipment  list  and  a  KLM  continuous  air¬ 
worthiness  maintenance  program  approved  by  the  FAA.  Granted 
Sept  9.  1980. 

I  25.1301(a)  and  37.120(a)  Permit  location  of  the  flap  position  indicator  in  the  lower  left-hand 
corner  of  the  pilot’s  center  instrument  panel  and  senro  altimeters 
configured  with  dial  markings  at  50-foot  increments  rather  than  at 
20  feet.  Granted  Sept  9,  1980. 

161 .39(a)(1) .  To  allow  certain  airmen  to  take  the  Airline  Transport  Pilot  Rating 

Flight  Test  (ATPR)  in  spite  of  interrupted  employment.  Granted 
Sept  10,  1980. 

1  121.371(a)  and  121.378..  To  permit  them  to  use  foreign  repair  agencies,  who  do  not  hold  ap¬ 
propriate  U.S.  certificates,  to  maintain  its  Fokker  F-28  aircraft. 
Granted  Sept  11,  1980. 
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Dispositions  for  Petitions  for  Exemptions— Continued 


Docket  No. 

Petitioner 

Regulations  affected 

Description  of  relief  sought — disposition 

.....  To  permit  an  increase  of  the  passenger  seating  capacity  of  two  B- 

727-100  aircraft  by  itxjre  than  5  pervent  without  conducting  the  re¬ 
quired  full-scale  emergency  evacuation  demonstration  of  passen¬ 
gers  and  crew.  Granted  S^  12.  1980. 

IFR  Doc.  80-29128  Filed  9-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


Aviation  Energy  Conservation  Policy 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  policy. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is 
to  set  forth  the  proposed  policy  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  with 
respect  to  energy  conservation  in  the 
National  Aviation  System.  In  response 
to  the  need  for  a  comprehensive  policy, 
the  FAA  has  developed  a  statement  of 
the  energy  problem  facing  the  aviation 
industry,  a  discussion  of  authorities  and 
responsibilities,  and  a  list  of  options 
which  are  directly  within  the  purview  of 
the  Federal  Government.  Additionally, 
the  policy  document  spells  out  specific 
actions  which  should  be  pursued  by  the 
aviation  industry  including  the  air 
carriers  and  general  aviation,  airport 
proprietors,  and  aeronautical 
manufacturers  and  suppliers.  The  full 
benefit  of  a  Federal  plan  of  action  will 
be  realized  only  when  complementary 
action  is  taken  by  all  the  participants. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  October  22, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  on  this  proposal 
may  be  mailed  in  duplicate  to;  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Attn:  Rule  Docket  (AGC- 
24),  Docket  No.  20794,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591 
or  delivered  in  duplicate  to:  Room  916, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

Comments  delivered  must  be  marked: 

Docket  No.  20794. 

Comments  may  be  inspected  at  Room 

916  between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ms.  Cynthia  T.  Zook,  Energy  Division 
(AEE-200),  Office  of  Environment  and 
Energy,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone  (202)  426-8724. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  development  of  the 
proposed  policy  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Comnimnications 
should  identify  the  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above  under  the  caption 


Address.”  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  date  specified 
above  will  be  considered  by  the 
Administrator  before  taking  action  on 
the  proposed  policy.  The  proposed 
policy  summarized  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 
All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Docket 
for  examination  by  interested  persons. 

A  report  summarizing  each  substantive 
public  contact  with  FAA  personnel 
concerned  with  this  policymaking  will 
be  filed  in  the  docket.  Commenters 
wishing  the  FAA  to  acknowledge  receipt 
of  their  comments  submitted  in  response 
to  this  notice  must  submit  with  those 
comments  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  "Comments  to 
Docket  No.  20794”.  The  postcard  will  be 
date  and  time  stamped  and  returned  to 
the  commenter. 

Availability  ofNatice  of  Proposed 
Policy 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  policy  and  the  draft 
policy  document  in  its  entirety  by 
submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430, 

800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  number  of  this  notice. 

Discussion  of  the  Proposed  Policy 

The  following  Executive  Summary  is 
excerpted  from  the  proposed  policy.  The 
document  in  its  entirety  is  available  for 
information  and  comments  as  noted  in 
the  preceding  section. 

Executive  Summary 

The  October  1973  international  oil 
embargo  and  ensuing  events  have 
highlighted  the  problem  of  a  decreasing 
petroleum  supply  in  the  United  States. 
Aviation  is  totally  dependent  upon 
petroleum,  and  the  price  and  availability 
of  petroleum  products  are  primary 
concerns  to  the  fuel-intensive  aviation 
industry. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA),  in  conjunction  with  the  aviation 
industry,  has  been  actively  engaged  in 
developing  and  implementing  programs 


to  conserve  aviation  fuel  since  long 
before  the  1973  oil  embargo.  As^a  result, 
aviation  fuel  efficiency  has  increased 
significantly  since  that  time.  Despite  the 
improvements  already  achieved,  the 
need  for  aviation  energy  conservation  is 
as  great,  or  greater,  today  than  it  was  a 
few  years  ago.  Thus  is  especially  true 
because  there  are  no  economically 
viable  alternatives  to  petroleum-based 
aviation  fuels  in  the  near  term.  As  a 
result,  the  FAA  will  promote  aviation 
energy  conservation  in  both  the  present 
and  future  operation  of  the  National 
Aviation  System,  and  the  FAA  will  act 
to  insure  aviation’s  equitable  share  of 
energy. 

A  comprehensive  aviation  energy 
policy  will  require  concerted  efforts  by 
all  of  the  "actors”  in  the  National 
Aviation  System  including  the  Federal 
Government,  aircraft  operators,  airport 
proprietors,  and  aeronautical 
manufacturers  and  suppliers. 

The  action  plan  spelled  out  in  this 
document  consists  of  31  actions  grouped 
into  the  following  five  program  areas: 

•  Air  Traffic  Control  (ATC)/Flight 
Operations  Program 

•  Upgraded  ATC  Systems  and 
Procedures 

•  Airport  Program 

•  Aircraft  Technology  Program 

•  Internal  FAA  Program 

The  FAA  is  responsible  for  promoting 
and  encouraging  fuel  conservation  by 
aviation  system  users  and  providing  a 
safe,  efficient  environment  within  which 
fuel  conservation  techniques  may  be 
practiced  by  those  users.  In  this  regard, 
actions  in  the  first  program  area  focus 
on  improving  the  operating  environment 
through  cooperative  efforts  by  ATC 
controllers  and  aircraft  operators.  These 
include  providing/using  fuel-efficient 
speeds,  altitudes,  maintenance,  taxiing, 
training  procedures,  etc.  to  reduce 
consumption. 

The  second  program  area  contains 
■  research  and  development  efforts  and 
upgraded  systems  which  increase  the 
capacity  of  the  airport  and  airway 
system,  reduce  delay,  and  improve 
airspace  efficiency.  Most  of  these 
systems  will  enhance  safety,  noise 
reduction  and  other  FAA  goals  as  well 
as  promote  energy  efficiency. 

The  Airport  Program  includes  actions 
which  provide  for  energy  conservation 
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in  the  design,  construction,  and 
operation  of  airports  as  well  as  actions 
which  increase  system  capacity  and 
reduce  airport  delay.  Airport  proprietors 
benefit  from  the  first  kind  of  actions, 
and  users  of  the  airport  and  airway 
system  benefit  from  the  latter  group. 

The  primary  responsibility  for  the 
actions  under  the  Aircraft  Technology 
Program  rests  with  the  aeronautical 
manufacturers  and  Federal  agencies 
other  than  the  FAA.  However,  the  FAA 
supports  these  developments  and  must 
ensure  that  future  ATC  system  designs 
are  compatible  with  new  technology 
aircraft  and  vice  versa. 

Finally,  the  Internal  FAA  Program 
includes  actions  to  conserve  energy  in 
FAA  operations,  and  to  assess  the 
energy  impact  of  FAA  programs  and 
procedures  on  aviation  system  users. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 
17. 1980. 

John  E.  Wesler, 

Office  of  En  vironment  and  Energy. 

pit  Doc.  80-29264  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

Safety,  Bumper,  and  Consumer 
Information  Programs;  Public  Meetings 

The  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration  (NHTSA)  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  October  8, 1980,  to  answer 
questions  from  the  public  and  industry 
regarding  the  Agency’s  safety,  bumper, 
and  consumer  information  programs. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  10:30  a.m.,  run 
until  1:00  p.m.,  and  reconvene  at  2:00 
p.m.,  if  necessary.  It  will  be  held  in  the 
Conference  Room  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency’s  Laboratory  Facility, 
2565  Plymouth  Road,  Ann  Arbor, 
Michigan. 

At  the  October  meeting, 
representatives  of  DOT  will  answer 
questions  received  in  writing  from  the 
industry  and  the  public  relating  to 
NHTSA’s  vehicle  safety,  bumper,  or 
consumer  information  programs  which 
are  technical,  interpretative  or 
procedural  in  nature.  The  questions  may 
relate  to  the  research  and  development, 
rulemaking,  or  enforcement  (including 
defects)  phases  of  these  activities. 
(Questions  regarding  the  Agency’s  fuel 
economy  program  will  continue  to  be 
addressed  at  the  EPA’s  meetings  on 
vehicle  emissions). 

Questions  for  the  October  8  meeting 
must  be  submitted  in  writing  by 
September  29  to  Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 
Associate  Administrator  for 
Rulemaking,  Room  5401,  400  Seventh  . 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 


Every  effort  will  be  made  to  answer 
appropriate  questions  received. 
Questions  received  after  the  September 
29  date  may  be  answered  at  the  meeting, 
if  sufflcient  time  is  available.  The 
individual,  group,  or  company 
submitting  a  question  does  not  have  to 
be  present  for  the  question  to  be 
answered.  A  consolidated  list  of 
questions  submitted  by  September  29 
will  be  available  at  the  meeting  and  this 
list  will  serve  as  the  agenda. 

A  transcript  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
NHTSA  Technical  Reference  Section  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  within  four  weeks 
after  the  meeting.  Copies  of  the 
transcript  will  be  available  in  four  or 
five  weeks  at  twenty-five  cents  for  the 
first  page  and  five  cents  for  each 
additional  page  (length  has  varied  from 
100  to  150  pages)  upon  request  to 
NHTSA,  Technical  Reference  Section, 
Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  September  9, 
1980. 

Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Rulemaking. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29129  Filed  9-19-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-S9-M 

Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

Appiications  for  Renewal  or 
Modification  of  Exemptions  or 
Appiications  to  Become  a  Party  to  an 
Exemption 

agency:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  D.O.T. 

action:  List  of  applications  for  renewal 
or  modification  of  exemptions  or 
application  to  become  a  party  to  an 
exemption. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of,  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transportation’s 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  (49 
CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulation  of  the  . 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau  has 
received  the  applications  described 
herein.  This  notice  is  abbreviated  to 
expedite  docketing  and  public  notice. 
Because  the  sections  affected,  modes  of 
transportation,  and  the  nature  of 
application  have  been  shown  in  earlier 
Federal  Register  publications,  they  are 
not  repeated  here.  Except  as  otherwise 
noted,  renewal  applications  are  for 
extension  of  the  exemption  terms  only. 
Where  changes  are  requested  (e.g.  to 
provide  for  additional  hazardous 


materials,  packaging  design  changes, 
additional  mode  of  transportation,  etc), 
they  are  described  in  footnotes  to  the 
application  number.  Application 
numbers  with  the  suffix  “X”  denote 
renewal;  application  numbers  with  the 
suffix  "P”  denote  party  to.  These 
applications  have  been  separated  from 
the  new  applications  for  exemptions  to 
facilitate  processing. 

DATES:  Comment  period  closes  October 
7, 1980. 

ADDRESS  COMMENTS  TO:  Dockets 
Branch,  Information  Services  Division, 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau,  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation, 
Washington,  DC  20590, 

Comments  should  refer  to  the 
application  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Copies  of 
the  applications  are  available  for 
inspection  in  the  Dockets  Branch,  Room 
8426,  Nassif  Building,  400  7th  Street, 
S.W„  Washington,  DC, 


Re- 


Application 

number 


ApplicanI 


newal 

of 

exemp¬ 


tion 


868-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense/  868 

MTMC,  Washington,  DC. 

970-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense/  970 

MTMC,  Washington,  DC. 

2136-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense/  2136 

MTMC,  Washington,  DC. 

2462-X .  E.l.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  2462 

Company,  Incorporated,  Wil¬ 
mington,  DE. 

2587-X .  Denison,  Inc.,  Fredonia,  KS .  2587 

3095-X .  Dow  Chemical  Company,  Tulsa,  3095 

OK. 

3142-X .  U.S.  Dept,  of  Energy,  Washing-  3142 

ton,  DC. 

3667-X .  Phillips  Petroleum  Company,^  3667 

Bartlesville,  OK. 

3667-X .  Groendyke  Transport  Inc.,  Enid,  3667 

OK. 

4354-X . '..  PPG  Industries,  Inc.,  Pittsburgh,  4354 

PA  (See  Footnote  1). 

4490-X .  Air  Products  and  Chemicals,  4490 

Inc.,  Allentown,  PA. 

4588-X . .  U.S.  Department  of  Energy.  4588 

Washington,  DC. 

4803-X .  Dow  Chemical  Company,  Tulsa,  4803 

OK. 

503e-X . . .  Western  Electric  Company.  5038 

Lee's  Summit,  MO. 

5188-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  5188 

Washington,  DC. 

5232-X .  E.l.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  5232 

Company,  Incorporated,  Wil¬ 
mington,  DE. 

531 5-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense/  5315 

MTMC,  Washington,  DC. 

5557-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  5557 

Washington,  DC. 

5792-X .  Publicker  Industries,  Inc.,  Green-  5792 

wich,  CT. 

5792-X .  Publicker  Chemical  Corporation,  5792 

Greenwich,  CT. 

5792-X .  Northern  Petrochemical  Compa-  5792 

ny,  Des  Plaines,  IL 

5852-X .  South  Jersey  Gas  Company,  5852 

Folsom,  NJ. 

6066-X . . . .  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  New  York,  6066 

NY. 

607 t-X .  Walter  Kidde  &  Company.  Incor-  6071 

porated,  Belleville,  NJ. 
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Application 

number 


Applicant 


Re¬ 

newal 

of 

exemp¬ 

tion 


Application 

number 


Re- 

rtewal 

Applicant  of 

exemp¬ 

tion 


6071-X — . .  The  Boeing  Company,  Seattle, 

WA. 

6080-X.„ - - -  U.S.  Department  of  Energy, 

Wasbin^on,  DC. 

6121-X .  E.l.  du  Pont  de  Nemoure  & 

Company,  Incorporated,  Wil¬ 
mington,  DE. 

6231-^X .  Lox  Equipment  Company,  Liver¬ 

more,  CA. 

6325-X — . —  Atlas  Powder  Company,  Dallas, 

TX  (See  Footnote  2). 

6334-X .  Allied  Chemical  Corporation, 

Morristown,  NJ. 

6349-X  —  Union  Carbide  Corporation, 

Unde  Division.  Tarrytown,  NY. 

6392-X .  Stauffer  Chemical  Company, 

Westport,  CT. 

641  e-X . .  Great  Lakes  Chemical  Corpora¬ 

tion,  El  Dorado,  AK. 

6442-X . . U.S.  Department  of  Defense/ 

MTMC,  Washington,  DC. 

6518-X .  Union  Carbide  Corporation,  New 

York,  NY. 

6518-X .  Stauffer  Chemical  Company, 

Westport,  CT. 

6530-X .  Air  Products  and  Chemicals, 

Inc.,  Allentown,  PA  (See  Foot¬ 
note  3). 

6556-X . Castle  and  Cooke,  Irtc.,'  San 

Francisco,  CA. 

6598-X .  Dow  Chemical  Company,  Mid¬ 

land,  Ml. 

6602-X . .  Great  Lakes  Chemical  Corpora¬ 

tion,  El  Dorado,  AK. 

6607-X .  Bio-Lab,  Incorporated,  Conyers, 

GA  (See  Footnote  4). 

6651-X .  Heatbath  Cktrporation,  Chicago. 

IL. 

6653-X .  Shell  Oil  Company,  Houston,  TX... 

6694- X - Ugine  Kuhimann.  Paris.  France 

6695- X _  Ugine  Kuhimann,  Paris.  France 

6724-X - -  U.S.  Department  of  Defense/ 

MTMC,  Washington,  CX:. 

6754-X _  Eaton  Crtrporation,  Southfield, 

Ml. 

6811-X — Eaton  Corporation.  Southfield, 
Ml. 

6844-X.. .  E.l.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  & 

Company,  Inrxjrporated,  Wil¬ 
mington,  DE. 

6890-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense/ 

MTMC,  Washington,  (X. 

6927-X  _ _ Great  Lakes  Chemical  Corpora¬ 

tion,  W.  Lafayette,  IN. 

6927-X  . .  Dow  Chemical  Company,  Mid¬ 

land.  Ml. 

6929-X . . U.S.  Department  of  Energy. 

Washington,  DC. 

6932-X _ _ _ Ugine  Kuhimann,  Paris,  France _ 

6944-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense/ 

MTMC.  Washington,  DC. 

6960-X .  Pepsi-Cola  Company,  Purchase, 

NY  (See  Footnote  5). 

6962-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Energy. 

Washington,  DC. 

6984-X .  Intemationat  Minerals  and 

Chemical  Corporation,  Allen¬ 
town,  PA. 


6984-X . .  Ireco  Chemicals,  Salt  Lake  City, 

UT. 

6984-X _ ......  Hercules,  Incorporated,  Wilming¬ 

ton,  DE. 

7097-X  Fuller  System,  hic..  Woburn.  MA... 

7202-X _ Waters  Instruments,  Inc.,  Roch¬ 

ester,  MN. 

7285-X . . Ugine  Kuhimann,  Paris,  Franca ..... 

,  7538-X  S^hem  Chemical  Products 

Company,  Macon,  GA. 

7600-X- .  Lubbock  Manufacturing  Compa¬ 

ny,  Lubbock,  TX. 

7798-X . .  Ro-Go  Chemical  Co..  Fresno, 

CA. 


6071 

6080 

6121 

6231 

6325 

6334 

6349 

6392 

6418 

6442 

6518 


7823-X..._ . -  Allied  Cheical  Corporation,  Mor-  7823 

ristown,  NJ. 

60S5-X . -  Associated  Lead,  Inc.,  Philadel-  8055 

phia,  PA. 

8060-X .  SLEMI,  S.A.,  Paris,  France- .  8060 

8060-X . . .  Ugine  Kuhimann,  Paris,  France _  8060 

8111-X .  U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  8111 

Washington,  DC. 

8186-X . —  King-Seeley  Thermos  Company,  8186 

Kendallville,  IN  (See  Footnote 

6). 

8215-X . .  Olin  Corporation,  WirKhester-  8215 

Western  Division,  East  Alton, 

IL  (See  Footnote  7). 

8225-X .  Hoover  Universal,  Inc.,  Beatrice.  8225 

NE  (See  Footnote  8). 

8306-X- . .  FMC  Corporation,  Philadeipia,  8306 

PA  (See  Footnote  9). 

8354-X .  Fauvet-Girel,  Paris,  France  (See  8354 

Footrrote  10). 


6518 

6530 

6556 

6598 

6602 

6607 

6651 

6653 

6694 

6695 
6724 

6754 

6811 

6844 

6890 

6927 

6927 

6929 

8932 

6944 

6960 

6962 

6984 

6984 

6984 

7097 

7202 

7285 

7538 

7600 

7798 


'  To  consolidate  DOT-E  2973,  3768  and  4354  for  the 
purpose  of  clarity  and  to  alleviate  duplication. 

iiTo  renew  and  and  provide  for  shipment  of  blastmg 
agents  under  the  terms  of  the  exemption. 

’  Request  water  be  added  as  an  additional  mode  of 
transportation. 

*R^est  renewal  and  modification  to  paragraph  7(c) 
authorizing  stretch  film  as  an  outside  wrapping  for  palletized 
loads. 

‘  Request  water  be  added  as  additional  mode  of  transpor¬ 
tation. 

•To  broaden  the  exceptions  extended  shipmertts  of  de¬ 
vices  containing  sodium  potassium  liquid  alloy. 

'  To  authorize  rail  as  an  additional  mode  of  transportation 
within  plant  facility. 

•To  authorize  additional  corrosive  materials  for  which  a 
DOT  Specification  34  is  prescribed. 

•To  authorize  shipment  of  sodium  persulfate,  potassium 
persulfate,  ammonium  persutfate  and  sodium  perborate  morv 
ohydrate,  classed  as  oxidizers. 

'•To  authorize  butene-1  and  vinyl  chloride,  classed  as 
flammable  gas,  as  additional  commodities. 


ApplicatioD 

number 


Applicant 


Parties 

to 

exemp¬ 

tion 


4108-P _ _  Burden  Gas  Products,  St  4108 

Louis,  MO. 

6602-P .  Ferro  Corporation,  Hammond,  6602 

IN. 

661 1-P . -  Teikoku  Sanso  Kabushiki  6611 

Kaisha,  Kobe,  Japan. 

6861 -P .  GOEX,  Inc.,  Cleburne,  TX _  6861 

6898-P . —  E.  L  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  6898 

Company,  Wilmington,  DE. 

6898-P . — .  MCB  Manufacturing  Chemists.  6898 

Inc.,  Cincinnati,  OH. 

7753-P . . — .  Hooker  Chemical  Company.  7753 

Houston,  TX. 

7835-P .  Scott  Environmental  Technol-  7835 

ogy,  Inc.,  Plumsteadville,  PA. 

7938-P . .  Compagnie  Generate  Maritime,  7938 

Paris,  France. 

8153-P . —  Chemicat  Waste  Management,  8153 

Inc.,  Emetle,  AL 

8375-P............ _  Sea  Containers,  Inc.,  New  8375 

York.  NY. 

8445-P -  CIBA-GEIGY  Corporation,  8445 

Ardsley,  NY. 

8456-P . .  Delion  Service,  Bry  sur  Marne,  8456 

France. 


This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications 
for  renewal  of  exemptions  and  for  party 
to  an  exemption  is  published  in 
accordance  with  Section  107  of  the 
Hazardous  Materials  Transportation 
Act  (49  CFR  U.S.C.  1806;  49  CFR  1.53(e)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  September 
11. 1980 
).  R.  Grothe, 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch,  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulation,  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  80-28994  Filed  8-19-80;  8:43  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4910-60-M 


Applications  for  Exemptions 

agency:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  DOT. 

ACTION:  List  of  applicants  for 
exemptions. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of,  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transportation’s 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  (49 
CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulation  of  the 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau  has 
received  the  applications  described 
herein.  Each  mode  of  transportation  for 
which  a  particular  exemption  is 
requested  is  indicated  by  a  number  in 
the  “Nature  of  Application”  portion  of 
the  table  below  as  follows:  1 — Motor 
vehicle,  2 — Rail  freight,  3 — Cargo  vessel, 
4 — Cargo-only  aircraft,  5 — Passenger¬ 
carrying  aircraft. 

DATES:  Comment  period  closes  October 
22, 1980. 

ADDRESS  COMMENTS  TO:  Dockets 
Branch,  Information  Services  Division, 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau,  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation, 
Washington,  DC  205^ 

Comments  should  refer  to  the 
application  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

Copies  of  the  applications  are  available 
for  inspection  in  the  Dockets  Branch, 
Room  8426,  Nassif  Building,  400  7th 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  DC. 


New  Exemptions 


Application  No.  Applicant  Regulatlon(s)  affected  Nature  of  exemption  thereof 


e472-N .  Ohmart  Corp.,  Cincinnati,  OH .  49  CFR  173.302, 175.3 . To  authorize  shipment  of  argon  shipped  as  a  compressed  gas  in  devices  de¬ 

scribed  as  ionization  chambers,  (k^es  1. 2,  3,  and  4.) 

8473-N .  Degussa,  Frankfurt,  Germany . 49  CFR  173.122 .  To  authorize  shipment  of  acrolein  in  norvDOT  specification  IMCO  type  5 

portable  tanks.  (Modes  1, 2,  and  3.) 

e474-N .  Physics  International,  San  Leandro.  CA....  49  CFR  173.114a(j) .  To  authorize  shipment  of  a  limited  number  of  packages  of  nitrocarbonitrate 

after  Dec.  31, 1980,  bearing  the  oxidizer  label.  (Mode  1.) 
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New  Exemptions  — Continued 


Application  No  Applicant 


Regulation(s)  affected 


Nature  of  exemption  Ihereol 


B475-N .  Chemical  &  Metal  Industries,  Inc., 

•  Denver,  CO. 

8476- N . .  Warren  Petroleum  Co.,  Tulsa,  OK„ . 

8477- N .  Mobay  Chemical  Corp.,  Pittsburgh,  PA . 

e478-N .  West-Mark,  Ceres,  CA . 

8479- N .  Ml  Engineering  Ltd.,  Bradford.  England.... 

8480- N . . .  Gillette  Co.,  Boston,  MA . 

8481- N .  Embassy  of  Switzerland,  Washington, 

DC. 

8482- N .  University  of  California.  Santa  Barbara. 

Santa  Barbara,  CA. 


49  CFR  173.245(a) .  To  authorize  shipment  of  a  corrosive  liquid  n.o.s.  in  DOT  specification 

106A500-X  and  1 10A500-W  multiunit  tank  car  tanks.  (Mode  1.) 

49  CFR  173.315(a)(f),  173.315(c)(1) .  To  authorize  shipment  of  ethane-propane  mixtures  and  other  petroleum 

gases  in  DOT  specification  MC-331  cargo  tanks  in  accordance  with  notice 
No.  79-3,  docket  HM-1 15.  (Mode  1.) 

49  CFR  173.247(a)(13) . .  To  authorize  shipment  of  thionyl  chloride,  classed  as  a  corrosive  material  in 

DOT  specification  111A100-W-6  tank  cars  constructed  of  316L  stainless 
steel.  (Mode  2.) 

49  CFR  173.1 19(a)( 17),  173.245(a)(30)(31),  To  manufacture,  mark  and  sell  non-(X}T  specification  cargo  tanks  complying 

177.824(c)(4),  178.342-5,  178.343-5.  generally  with  DOT  specification  MC:-307  or  MC-312  except  for  bottom 

outlet  valve  variations  for  the  transportation  of  flammable  or  corrosive 
waste,  liquids  or  semisolids.  (Mode  1.) 

49  CFR  173.119 .  To  authorize  shipment  of  alcohol,  n.o.s.,  classed  as  flammable  liquids  on 

non-DOT  specification  IMCO  type  II  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

49  CFR  173.24(a)(1),  173.12(X) . . .  To  authorize  shipment  of  isobutane  in  a  specially  designed  device  to  be 

classed  as  ORM-D.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

49  CFR  172.101, 173.58, 175.3 .  To  authorize  shipment  of  explosive  projectiles,  class  A,  in  specially  designed 

metal  packagings,  transported  by  cargo-only  aircraft.  (Mode  4.) 

49  CFR  173.206 .  To  authorize  a  one-time  shipment  of  a  stainless  steel  research  container  of 

lithium  metal  overpacked  in  a  plywood  crate.  (Modes  1  and  3.) 


This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications  for  new  exemptions  is  published  in  accordance  with  Section  107  of  the  Hazardous 
Materials  Transportation  Act  (49  CFR  U.S.C.  1806;  49  CFR  1.53(e)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  September  11, 1980. 

).  R.  Grothe, 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch,  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Regulation,  Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  60-28996  Filed  8-19-60:  8:45  am) 
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Urban  Mass  Transportation  * 
Administration 

Intent  To  Prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (83  Stat,  852) 
and  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality’s  implementing  regulations  (40 
CFR  Parts  1500-1508)  the  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Administration  gives 
notice  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  being  prepared  for  a 
proposed  change  to  the  Massachusetts 
Bay  Transportation  Authority’s  Green 
Line  light  rail  transit  system.  The 
proposed  change  concerns  the  Green 
Line  at  North  Station  in  Boston. 
Massachusetts. 

The  Massachusetts  Bay 
Transportation  Authority  proposes  to 
undertake,  with  Federal  capital  grant 
assistance,  the  relocation  of  the  Green 
Line  between  the  Haymarket  Station 
and  the  Science  Park  Station.  A  new 
station  is  also  proposed  to  replace  the 
existing  North  Station  stop  on  the  Green 
Line.  The  alternatives  proposed  for 
consideration  and  analysis  for  this 
project  include  the  “no  build’’ 
alternative  and  the  demolition  of  the 
existing  elevated  alignment  on 
Causeway  Street  and  the  realignment  of 
the  Green  Line  either  into  a  tunnel  or 
onto  an  aerial  structure  or  a 
combination  of  both.  A  scoping  meeting 


will  be  held  in  Boston,  Massachusetts  on 
October  8, 1980.  The  meeting,  beginning 
at  8:30  a.m.,  will  be  held  in  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Agency’s  Board  Room 
on  the  ninth  floor  of  the  Boston  City 
Hall.  The  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration  invites  the  participation 
of  agencies  and  individuals  with 
expertise  or  interest  to  comment  on  the 
scope  of  this  environmental  impact 
statement. 

Comments  and  questions  regarding 
the  proposed  action  and  environmental 
impact  statement  should  be  referred  to: 
Joel  Widder,  Environmental  Protection 
Specialist,  Planning  and  Analysis 
Division,  Office  of  Program  Analysis, 
Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20590, 
telephone  number  (202)  472-7100. 

Date:  September  17, 1980. 

Lillian  C.  Liburdi, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29187  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-57-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 

Solicitation  of  Comments  on 
Guidelines  for  Establishment  or 
Mitigation  of  Claims  for  Monetary 
Penalties 

agency:  U.S.  Customs  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury, 


action:  General  notice  and  solicitation 
of  comments. 


summary:  The  Customs  Service  recently 
advised  the  public  that  the  guidelines 
used  by  Customs  for  mitigation  of  claims 
for  monetary  penalties  assessed 
pursuant  to  section  592,  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended,  were  available,  upon 
request.  The  fact  that  the  guidelines 
were  available  was  also  incorporated  in 
the  Customs  Regulations. 

Because  of  the  widespread  interest  in 
the  guidelines  generated  by  the  notice. 
Customs  believes  it  is  in  the  interest  of 
the  public  that  the  guidelines  be 
published  (1)  to  solicit  comments  on 
their  content  and  (2)  to  determine 
whether  the  scope  of  coverage  should  be 
expanded. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  November  21, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  Attention:  Entry  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Division,  U.S.  Customs 
Service,  1301  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Room  2331,  Washington,  D.C.  20229. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Anthony  Piazza,  Entry  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Division,  U.S.  Customs 
Service,  1301  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20229  (202-566-8317). 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  Customs  Procedural  Reform  and 
Simplification  Act  of  1978  {Pub.  L.  95- 
410),  approved  October  3, 1978  (the 
“Act”),  made  numerous  amendments  to 
statutes  administered  by  Customs  which 
relate  to  fines,  penalties,  forfeitures,  and 
liquidated  damages  for  violations  of 
customs  and  navigation  laws.  Under  the 
Act,  section  592,  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19 
U.S.C.  1592),  relating  to  entry  of 
merchandise  by  fraud  or  negligence, 
was  amended. 

New  procedures  were  adopted  for  the 
imposition  of  a  monetary  penalty  or,  in 
limited  circumstances,  for  the  seizure  of 
merchandise  for  a  violation  of  19  U.S.C. 
1592  in  a  document  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  4. 1979  as 
Treasury  Decision  79-160  (44  FR  31950). 
Guidelines  used  by  Customs  for  the 
mitigation  of  claims  for  monetary 
penalties  assessed  pursuant  to  19  U.S.C. 
1592  were  recently  approved  by  the 
Treasury  Department.  Notice  advising 
the  public  that  the  guidelines  were 
available  upon  request  from  Customs 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  17, 1980,  as  Treasury  Decision  80- 
160  (45  FR  40975).  The  fact  that  the 
guidelines  were  available  was  also 
incorporated  in  the  Customs 
Regulations. 

Because  of  the  widespread  interest 
generated  by  the  notice.  Customs 
believes  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
to  publish  the  guidelines.  Further,  in 
light  of  the  consequences  the  guidelines 
could  have  on  persons  or  organizations 
subject  to  their  application,  Customs 
believes  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
efficient  and  effective  administration  of 
the  Customs  laws  and  regulations 
relating  to  fines,  penalties,  and 
forfeitures  to  solicit  comments  from  the 
public  on  the  guidelines.  As  presently 
drafted  these  guidelines  are  applicable 
to  all  Hnes,  penalties,  and  forfeitures 
actions  under  section  592.  Customs  is 
trying  to  determine  whether  these 
guidelines  should  also  be  used  in 
initially  establishing  a  penalty  and  in 
determining  the  level  of  culpability. 

Solicitation  of  Comments  on  Guidelines 
for  Establishment  or  Mitigation  of 
Claims  for  Monetary  Penalties 

Accordingly,  Customs  invites 
comments  on  the  guidelines  as  they 
apply  to  the  present  mitigation  process 
and  in  order  to  determine  whether  they 
should  be  modified  so  they  can  be 
utilized  during  the  stage  in  the  penalty 
process  when  a  determination  is  being 
made  to  establish  the  penalty  and 
determine  the  degree  of  culpability.  The 
guidelines  as  recently  approved  by  the 
Treasury  Department  are  attached  to 


this  document  as  Appendix  A.  These 
guidelines  are  presently  being  used  in 
considering  a  petition  to  remit  or 
mitigate  penalties  which  have  already 
been  established. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
written  comments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  that  are  submitted  timely  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs.  After 
Customs  has  reviewed  and  analyzed  the 
comments,  a  recommendation  may  be 
made  to  the  Treasury  Department 
concerning  appropriate  changes  or 
modifications  to  the  guidelines. 

Comments  submitted  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  accordance  with 
§  103.8(b),  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
103.8(b)),  during  regular  business  hours 
at  the  Entry  Procedures  and  Penalties 
Division,  Headquarters,  U.S.  Customs 
Service,  1301  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Room  2331,  Washington,  D.C.  20229. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
was  John  E.  Elkins,  Regulations  and 
Research  Division,  Office  of  Regulations 
and  Rulings,  U.S.  Customs  Service. 
However,  personnel  from  other  Customs 
offices  participated  in  its  development. 

Dated:  September  15, 1980. 

R.  E.  Chasen, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Appendix  A. — Guidelines  for  Mitigation 
19  U.S.C.  1592 

A  monetary  penalty  incurred  under 
section  592,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  1592),  hereinafter 
section  592,  may  be  remitted  or 
mitigated  under  19  U.S.C.  1618  if  it  is 
determined  (1)  that  the  penalty  was 
incurred  without  willful  negligence  or 
any  intention  by  the  petitioner  to 
defraud  the  revenue  or  violate  the  law, 
or  (2)  there  exist  such  mitigating 
circumstances  as  to  justify  remission  ot 
mitigation.  No  relief  is  authorized  unless 
one  of  these  two  basic  conditions  of  19 
U.S.C.  1618  is  met.  The  guidelines  below 
will  be  used  by  the  U.S.  Customs 
Service  in  arriving  at  a  just  and 
reasonable  disposition  of  liabilities 
arising  under  section  592  within  the 
stated  limitations.  These  guidelines  do 
not  change  or  add  to  existing  delegated 
authority  and  will  be  used  within  the 
framework  of  that  authority. 

(A)  Classification  of  Violations.  There 
are  three  classifications  of  violations  of 
section  592.  These  are  (1)  fraud,  (2)  gross 
negligence,  and  (3)  negligence.  Fraud  is 
a  violation  resulting  from  an  act  or  acts 
(of  commission  or  omission)  which 
defraud  the  revenue  or  otherwise  violate 
section  592,  deliberately  done  with 
intent  to  defraud  the  revenue  or 
otherwise  violate  the  statute.  Gross 


negligence  is  a  violation  resulting  from 
an  act  or  acts  (of  commission'or 
omission)  done  with  actual  knowledge 
of  or  wanton  disregard  for  the  relevant 
facts  and  with  indifference  or  disregard 
for  the  offender’s  obligations  under  the 
statute,  done  without  demonstrable 
intent  to  defraud  the  revenue  or  violate 
the  statute.  Negligence  is  a  violation 
resulting  from  an  act  or  acts  (of 
commission  or  omission),  done  through 
the  failure  to  exercise  due  care  in 
ascertaining  or  recording  the  truth  of  the 
facts  or  with  failure  to  use  due  care  in 
ascertaining  the  offender's  obligations 
under  the  statute,  done  without 
demonstrable  intent  to  defraud  the 
revenue  or  violate  the  stature. 

(B)  Disposition  of  Cases  Which 
Normally  Result  in  a  Loss  of  Duties.  (1) 
Normal  Disposition.  For  cases  involving 
negligence  or  gross  negligence,  normal 
disposition  under  19  U.S.C.  1618  will 
result  in  no  relief  from  the  monetary 
penalties  prescribed  by  section  592,  i.e., 
for  negligence:  the  lesser  of  the  domestic 
value  of  the  merchandise  or  2  times  the 
loss  of  duties;  and  for  gross  negligence: 
the  lesser  of  the  domestic  value  of  the 
merchandise  or  4  times  the  loss  of 
duties.  For  cases  involving  fraud,  normal 
disposition  will  result  in  a  mitigated 
liability  equal  to  the  lesser  of  the 
domestic  value  of  the  merchandise  or  8 
times  the  loss  of  duties.  For  cases 
involving  a  prior  disclosure,  see  Chapter 
III,  section  6.7  of  the  Fines,  Penalties  and 
Forfeitures  Handbook. 

(2)  Additional  Considerations. 
Additional  relief  beyond  the  normal 
disposition  shall  be  provided  in 
accordance  with  subparagraph  (5)  if  any 
of  the  factors  referred  to  in 
subparagraph  (3)  and,  under  appropriate 
circumstances,  subparagraph  (6),  are 
found  to  exist.  In  those  cases  involving  a 
fraudulent  violation,  the  existence  of 
aggravating  factors  may  justify  less 
relief  than  the  normal  disposition 
outlined  above.  The  normal  dispostion 
in  cases  involving  negligence  or  gross 
negligence  is  the  statutory  amount; 
therefore,  the  existence  of  aggravating 
factors  cannot  result  in  less  relief  than 
the  normal  disposition. 

(3)  Mitigating  Factors.  Listed  below 
are  the  usual  mitigating  factors  which 
may  justify  mitigation  of  a  claim  for  a 
monetary  penalty  beyond  that  provided 
in  subparagraph  (1).  If  it  is  anticipated 
that  a  mitigating  factor  other  than  those 
discussed  below  will  form  the  basis  for 
additional  relief,  advice  should  be 
requested  from  the  Chief,  Commercial 
Fraud  and  Negligence  Penalties  Branch, 
to  insure  uniform  application  throughout 
the  Customs  Service. 

(a)  Contributory  Customs  Error.  This 
factor  does  not  include  the  failure  of  the 
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Customs  officials  to  notice  the  fact  or 
facts  upon  which  the  claim  is  based,  nor 
does  it  include  the  absence  of  specific 
guidelines  relating  to  the  subject  matter 
of  the  alleged  violations.  This  factor 
would  include  erroneous  advice  given 
by  a  Customs  official,  if  it  appears  that 
the  violator  reasonably  relied  upon  the 
information.  If  the  claimed  erroneous 
advice  was  not  given  in  writing,  the 
violator  has  the  burden  of  establishing 
this  claim  by  a  preponderance  of  the 
evidence. 

(b)  Cooperation  in  Investigation.  In 
order  to  obtain  the  benefits  of  this 
factor,  the  violator  must  exhibit 
cooperation  beyond  that  expected  from 
a  person  under  investigation  for  a 
Customs  violation.  Some  examples  of 
the  cooperation  contemplated  include 
assisting  Customs  officials  to  an  unusual 
degree  in  auditing  the  books  and  records 
of  the  violator  and  assisting  Customs  in 
obtaining  additonal  information  relating 
to  the  subject  violation  or  other 
violations.  Merely  providing  the  books 
and  records  of  the  company  involved 
may  not  be  considered  cooperation 
justifying  mitigation. 

(c)  Immediate  Remedial  Action.  This 
factor  would  include  the  immediate 
payment  of  the  duties  withheld  from  the 
United  State.  In  certain  extreme 
circumstances,  this  factor  may  include 
the  removal  of  an  offending  employee. 
The  correction  of  organizational  or 
procedural  defects  will  not  be 
considered  a  mitigating  factor.  It  is 
expected  that  any  importer  or  other 
involved  individual  will  seek  to  remove 
or  change  any  condition  which 
contributed  to  the  existence  of  a 
violation. 

(d)  Inexperience  in  Importing.  In  order 
for  the  violator  to  benefit  from  this 
factor,  the  violation  must  have  resulted 
from  ordinary  negligence  and  the 
inexperience  must  be  specifically 
related  to  the  violation.  For  example,  an 
experienced  manufacturer  of  shirts  who 
beings  importing  will  not  usually  be 
granted  mitigation  if  it  misdescribes  the 
content  of  the  shirt. 

(e)  Prior  Good  Record.  In  order  for  the 
violator  to  benefit  from  this  factor,  the 
violation  must  have  occurred  as  a  result 
of  negligence  or  gross  negligence,  and 
the  violator  must  be  able  to  show  a 
consistent  pattern  of  importations 
without  violation  of  section  592.  This 
pattern  does  not,  of  course,  involve 
entries  which  are  the  subject  of  the 
instant  investigation. 

Note. — ^The  burden  of  proving  the  existence 
of  any  mitigating  factor  rests  with  the 
violator.  The  mere  assertion  of  the  existence 
of  the  mitigating  factor  without  satisfactory 
elaboration  or  documentation  will  not  be 
considered  sufficient  evidence. 


(4)  Aggravating  Factors.  In  cases 
involving  ordinary  or  gross  negligence, 
aggravating  factors  should  only  be 
considered  if  the  existence  of  mitigating 
factors  (subparagraph  (3))  has  been 
established.  In  cases  involving 
fraudulent  violations,  aggravating 
factors  may  always  be  considered. 

The  following  items  constitute 
examples  of  aggravating  factors: 

(aj  Obstructing  the  investigation,  e.g., 
withholding  evidence. 

(b)  Lack  of  cooperation. 

(c)  Prior  vilations  of  the  Customs 
laws. 

If  the  district  director  contemplates 
the  use  of  an  aggravating  factor  not 
listed  here,  advice  should  first  be 
requested  from  the  Chief,  Commercial 
Fraud  and  Negligence  Penalties  Branch 
to  insure  uniform  application  of 
aggravating  factors  throughout  the 
Customs  Service. 

(5)  Disposition  of  Cases  Involving 
Mitigating  Factors  or  Aggravating 
Factors.  In  order  to  insure  general 
uniformity,  mitigation  of  claims  for 
monetary  penalties  beyond  that 
provided  in  subparagraph  (1)  shall  be  as 
follows: 

(a)  The  existence  of  one  mitigating 
factor  found  in  subparagraph  (3)  may 
not,  in  every  case,  justify  any  mitigation 
beyond  normal  disposition.  Mitigation 
may,  however,  be  granted  by  the 
authorized  Customs  official  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  25  percent  of  the 
total  loss  of  duties. 

Example:  Assuming  a  monetary  penalty 
based  on  a  finding  of  gross  negligence,  with  a 
resulting  loss  of  revenue  of  $1,000,  the  normal 
disposition  would  be  $4,000,  plus  the  deposit 
of  any  actual  loss  of  duties.  The  presence  of 
one  mitigating  factor  as  provided  in 
subparagraph  (3)  may,  where  deemed 
appropriate,  permit  mitigation  of  the  claim  for 
monetary  penalty  to  an  amount  between 
$3,750  and  $4,000,  plus  the  deposit  of  any 
actual  loss  of  duties. 

(bj  The  existence  of  two  mitigating 
factors  will  ordinarily  require  mitigation 
in  an  amount  no  less  than  25  percent  of 
the  total  loss  of  duties  or  no  greater  than 
50  percent  of  the  total  loss  of  duties. 

Example:  Assuming  the  same 
circumstances  as  in  the  preceding  example, 
the  presence  of  two  mitigating  factors  may, 
where  deemed  appropriate,  permit  mitigation 
of  the  claim  for  monetary  penalty  to  an 
amount  between  $3,500  and  $3,750,  plus  the 
deposit  of  any  actual  loss  of  duties. 

(c)  the  existence  of  three  mitigating 
factors  will  ordinarily  result  in 
mitigation  in  an  amount  no  less  than  50 
percent  of  the  total  loss  of  duties  or  no 
greater  than  75  percent  of  the  total  loss 
of  duties. 

Example:  Assuming  the  same 
circumstances  as  in  subparagraph  (5)(a),  the 


presence  of  three  mitigating  factors  may, 
where  deemed  appropriate,  permit  mitigation 
of  the  claim  for  monetary  penalty  to  an 
amount  between  $3,250  and  $3,500  plus  the 
deposit  of  any  actual  loss  of  duties. 

(d)  The  existence  of  four  or  more 
mitigating  factors  would  ordinarily 
justify  mitigation  in  an  amount  equal  to 
one  time  the  total  loss  of  dufies. 

Example:  Assuming  the  same 
circumstances  as  in  subparagraph  (51(a],  the 
presence  of  four  or  more  mitigating  factors 
may,  where  deemed  appropriate,  permit 
mitigation  of  the  claim  for  monetary  penalty 
to  $3,000. 

Assuming  a  monetary  penalty  based  on  a 
finding  of  fraud  with  a  loss  of  revenue  of 
$1,000,  the  normal  dispostion  would  be 
$8,000,  plus  the  deposit  of  any  actual  loss  of 
duties.  In  such  cases,  the  presence  of  four  or 
more  mitigating  factors  may,  where  deemed 
appropriate,  permit  mitigation  of  the  claim  for 
monetary  penalty  to  $7,000. 

(e)  The  existence  of  any  mitigating 
factor  may  be  negated  by  a  finding  of  an 
aggravating  factor  on  a  one  to  one  basis; 
or,  in  appropriate  cases,  a  severe 
aggravating  factor  may  negate  all 
mitigating  factors. 

(f)  In  cases  involving  fraudulent 
violations,  the  existence  of  aggravating 
factors  may  serve  as  a  basis  for 
justifying  less  relief  than  that  provided 
in  subparagraph  (1),  unless  negated  by 
mitigating  factors.  For  each  aggravating 
factor  not  offset  by  mitigating  factors, 
the  normal  disposition  may  be  increased 
by  one  time  the  total  loss  of  duties.  The 
mitigated  claim  may  not,  however, 
exceed  the  domestic  value  of  the 
merchandise. 

Example:  Assuming  a  monetary  penalty 
based  on  a  finding  of  fraud  with  the  loss  of 
revenue  of  $1,000,  the  normal  disposition 
would  be  $8,000,  plus  the  deposit  of  any 
actual  loss  of  duties.  The  presence  of  one 
aggravating  factor  would,  where  deemed 
appropriate,  permit  mitigation  to  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $9,000  (/.e.,  $8,250,  $8,500  or 
$8,750).  The  presence  of  two  aggravating 
factors  would  permit  mitigation  to  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $10,000. 

(gj  In  the  event  mitigation  in  an 
amount  exceeding  that  authorized  above 
is  contemplated,  advice  should  be 
sought  from  the  Chief,  Commercial 
Fraud  and  Negligence  Penalties  Branch 
to  insure  uniformity  throughout  the 
Customs  Service. 

(6)  Other  Extraordinary  Factors 
Justifying  Further  Relief .  After  a  final 
determination  has  been  made  with 
respect  to  the  culpability  of  the  violator 
and  the  existence  or  nonexistence  of 
mitigating  or  aggravating  factors,  the 
following  four  factors  may  be 
considered  in  connection  with  further 
relief.  If  it  is  contemplated  that  one  or 
more  of  these  four  factors  will  serve  as  a 
basis  justifying  further  relief  beyond 
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that  provided  in  subparagraphs  (1)  and 
(5),  advice  should  be  requested  from  the 
Chief,  Commercial  Fraud  and 
Negligence  Penalties  Branch. 

(a)  difficulty  in  obtaining  jurisdiction 
over  the  violator. 

(b)  Inability  to  pay  the  normal 
disposition  or  mitigated  amount.  The 
party  claiming  the  existence  of  this 
factor  must  present  documentary 
evidence  in  support  thereof,  i.e.,  copies 
of  income  tax  returns,  current  financial 
statements  and  independent  audit 
reports. 

(c)  Extraordinary  expenses.  This 
factor  may  include  such  expenses  as 
those  incurred  in  providing  one  time 
computer  runs  solely  for  submission  to 
the  Customs  Service  to  aid  it  in 
analyzing  a  case  involving  an  unusual 
number  of  entries,  each  involving 
several  factors,  e.g.,  violations  involving 
item  807,  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States.  Usual  accounting  and  legal 
expenses  (both  general  and  Customs),  or 
the  cost  incurred  in  instituting  remedial 
action  would  not  be  considered 
extraordinary  expenses. 

(d)  Customs  knowledge  of  the 
violation.  Additional  relief  may,  in 
certain  limited  circumstances,  be 
granted  if  it  is  determined  that  the 
Customs  Service  had  actual  knowledge 
of  a  violation  (as  opposed  to 
constructive  knowledge  of  a  violation  of 
section  592  for  a  period  exceeding  6 
months  in  cases  involving  ordinary 
negligence  or  12  months  in  cases 
involving  gross  negligence  and  failed  to 
inform  the  violator  so  that  corrective 
action  might  be  taken  with  respect  to 
future  entries.  This  factor  shall  not  be 
applicable  where  any  delay  in  their 
investigation  is  attributable  to  the 
violator.  Any  additional  relief  which 
may  be  justified  with  respect  to  this 
factor  would  be  limited  to  those  entries 
filed  after  the  periods  of  time  outlined. 

(C)  Disposition  of  Cases  Involving  No 
Loss  of  Duties.  (1)  Normal  Disposition. 
For  cases  involving  negligence  or  gross 
negligence,  normal  disposition!  under 
title  19,  United  States  Code,  section  1618 
will  result  in  no  relief  from  the  monetary 
penalties  prescribed  by  section  592,  i.e., 
for  negligence:  20  percent  of  the  dutiable 
value  of  the  merchandise;  and  for  gross 
negligence:  40  percent  of  the  dutiable 
value  of  the  merchandise.  For  cases 
involving  fraud,  normal  disposition  will 
result  in  a  mitigated  liability  equal  to  80 
percent  of  the  domestic  value  of  the 
merchandise.  When  a  claim  for 
monetary  penalty  is  made  in  connection 
with  violations  involving  both  a  loss  of 
duties  and  no  loss  of  duties,  disposition 
of  each  violation  will  have  to  be  made 
independently. 


This  paragraph  also  applies  to  those 
cases  involving  a  claim  for  monetary 
penalty  which  is  originally  determined 
to  involve  a  loss  of  duties,  but  after 
investigation,  its  is  concluded  that  no 
loss  of  duties  is  involved.  For  example, 
the  district  director  may  issue  a  claim 
for  monetary  penalty  for  failure  to 
declare  a  commission  which  is  believed 
to  be  a  dutiable  selling  commission; 
however,  after  investigating  the  claims 
of  the  petitioner,  it  is  determined  that' 
the  commission  was  a  nondutiable 
buying  commission.  Although  there  is  no 
loss  of  duties,  there  is  still  a  violation  of 
section  592. 

(2)  Additional  Considerations. 
Additional  relief  beyond  the  normal 
disposition  shall  be  provided  in 
accordance  with  subparagraph  (3) 
below,  if  any  of  the  factor  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (B)(3]  and,  under  appropriate 
circumstances,  paragraph  (B)(6),  are 
found  to  exist.  In  those  cases  involving  a 
fraudulent  violation,  the  existence  of 
aggravating  factors  may  justify  less 
relief  than  the  normal  disposition 
outlined  above.  The  normal  disposition 
in  cases  involving  negligence  or  gross 
negligence  is  the  statutory  amount; 
therefore,  the  existence  of  aggravating 
factors  cannot  result  in  less  relief  than 
the  normal  disposition. 

(3)  Disposition  of  Cases  Involving 
Mitigating  Factors  or  Aggravating 
Factors.  In  order  to  insure  general 
uniformity,  mitigation  of  claims  for 
monetary  penalties  beyond  that 
provided  in  subparagraph  (1)  shall  be  as 
follows; 

(a)  The  existance  of  one  mitigating 
factor  found  in  paragraph  (B)(3)  may 
not,  in  every  case,  justify  any  mitigation 
beyond  normal  disposition.  Mitigation 
may,  however,  be  granted  by  the 
authorized  Customs  official  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  4  percent  of 
dutiable  value  in  cases  of  ordinary 
negligence,  5  percent  of  dutiable  value 
in  cases  of  gross  negligence,  and  10 
percent  of  domestic  value  in  cases 
involving  fraud. 

Example:  Assuming  a  monetary  penalty 
based  on  ordinary  negligence  where  the 
dutiable  value  of  the  merchandise  is  $10,000, 
the  normal  disposition  would  be  $2,000  (20% 
of  dutiable  value).  The  presence  of  one 
mitigating  factor  may,  where  deemed 
appropriate,  permit  mitigation  of  the  claim  for 
monetary  penalty  to  an  amount  between 
$1,600  and  $2,000  (.04  X  $10,000  =  $400). 

Assuming  a  monetary  penalty  based  on 
fraud  where  the  domestic  value  of 
merchandise  is  $20,000,  the  normal 
disposition  would  be  $16,000  (80%  of 
domestic  value).  The  presence  of  one 
mitigating  factor  may,  where  deemed 
appropriate,  permit  mitigation  of  the  claim  for 
monetary  penalty  to  an  amount  between 
$14,000  and  $16,000  (.10  X  $20,000  =  $2,000). 


(b)  The  existence  of  two  mitigating 
factors  will  ordinarily  require  mitigation; 

i.  in  cases  of  ordinary  negligence,  in 
an  amount  no  less  than  4  percent  or 
greater  than  8  percent  of  dutiable  value; 

ii.  in  cases  of  gross  negligence,  in  an 
amount  no  less  than  5  percent  or  greater 
than  10  percent  of  dutiable  value; 

iii.  in  cases  involving  fi'aud,  in  an 
amount  no  less  than  10  percent  or 
greater  than  20  percent  of  domestic 
value. 

Example:  (Ordinary  negligence).  Assuming 
the  same  circumstances  as  in  the  preceding 
example  involving  ordinary  negligence,  the 
presence  of  two  mitigating  factors  may, 
where  deemed  appropriate,  permit  mitigation 
of  the  claim  for  monetary  penalty  to  an 
amount  between  $1,200  and  $1,600 
(.08X$10.000=$800). 

(Fraud)  Assuming  the  same  circumstances 
as  in  the  preceding  example,  the  presence  of 
two  mitigating  factors  may,  where  deemed 
appropriate,  permit  mitigation  of  the  claim  for 
monetary  penalty  to  an  amount  between 
$12,000  and  $14,000  (.20  X  $20,000= $4,000). 

(c)  The  existence  of  three  mitigating 
factors  will  ordinarily  result  in 
mitigation; 

i.  in  cases  of  ordinary  negligence,  in 
an  amount  no  less  than  8  percent  or 
greater  than  12  percent  of  dutiable 
value; 

ii.  in  cases  of  gross  negligence,  in  an 
amount  no  less  than  10  percent  or 
greater  than  15  percent  of  dutiable 
value; 

iii.  in  cases  involving  fraud,  in  an 
amount  no  less  than  20  percent  or 
greater  than  30  percent  of  domestic 
value. 

Example:  (Ordinary  negligence).  Assuming 
the  same  circumstances  set  out  in  the  earlier 
examples,  the  presence  of  three  mitigating 
factors  may,  where  deemed  appropriate, 
permit  mitigation  of  the  claim  for  monetary 
penalty  to  an  amount  between  $800  and 
$1,200  (.12  X  $10,000  =  $1,200). 

(Fraud)  Assuming  the  same  circumstances 
set  out  in  the  earlier  examples,  the  presence 
of  three  mitigating  factors  may,  where 
deemed  appropriate,  permit  mitigation  of  the 
claim  for  monetary  penalty  to  an  amount 
between  $10,000  and  $12,000  (.30  X  $20,000  = 
$6,000). 

(d)  The  existence  of  four  or  more 
mitigating  factors  would  ordinarily 
justify  mitigation  in  an  amount  equal  to 
16  percent  of  dutiable  value  in  cases  of 
ordinary  negligence,  20  percent  of 
dutiable  value  in  cases  of  gross 
negligence,  and  40  percent  of  domestic 
value  in  cases  involving  fraud. 

Example:  (Ordinary  negligence).  Assuming 
the  same  circumstances  set  out  in  the  earlier 
examples,  the  presence  of  four  or  more 
mitigating  factors  ihay,  where  deemed 
appropriate,  permit  mitigation  of  the  claim  for 
monetary  penalty  to  $400  (.16  X  $10,000  = 
$1,600), 
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(Fraud)  Assuming  the  same  circumstances 
set  out  in  the  earlier  examples,  the  presence 
of  four  or  more  mitigating  factors  may  where 
deemed  appropriate,  permit  mitigation  of  the 
claim  for  monetary  penalty  to  $8,000  (.40  X 
$20,000  =  $8,000], 

(e)  The  existence  of  any  mitigating 
factor  may  be  negated  by  a  finding  of  an 
aggravated  factor  on  a  one  to  one  basis; 
or,  in  appropriate  cases,  a  severe 
aggravating  factor  may  negate  all 
mitigating  factors. 

(f)  In  cases  involving  fraudulent 
violations,  the  existence  of  aggravating 
factors  may  serve  as  a  basis  for 
justifying  less  relief  than  that  provided 
in  this  paragraph,  unless  negated  by 
mitigating  factors.  For  each  aggravating 
factor  not  offset  by  mitigating  factors, 
the  normal  disposition  may  be  increased 
by  10  percent  of  the  domestic  value.  The 
mitigated  claim  may  not,  however, 
exceed  the  domestic  value  of  the 
merchandise. 

Example;  Assuming  a  monetary  penalty 
based  on  a  finding  of  fraud  where  the 
domestic  value  is  $20,000,  the  normal 
disposition  would  be  $16,000.  The  presence  of 
one  aggravating  factor  would,  where  deemed 
appropriate,  permit  mitigation  to  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $18,000  (i.e.,  $16,500,  $17,000  or 
$17,500). 

(g)  In  cases  involving  a  prior 
disclosure,  and  the  degree  of  culpability 
is  determined  to  be  ordinary  negligence 
or  gross  negligence,  the  claim  for 
monetary  penalty  is  to  be  remitted  in 
full.  In  cases  involving  a  prior 
disclosure,  and  the  degree  of  culpability 
is  determined  to  be  fraud,  the  claim  for 
monetary  penalty,  an  amount  equal  to  10 
percent  of  the  dutiable  value,  shall  not 
be  mitigated  in  the  absence  of 
extraordinary  factors.  See  paragraph 
{B)(6)  above. 

(h)  In  the  event  mitigation  in  an 
amount  exceeding  that  authorized  above 
is  contemplated,  advice  should  be 
sought  from  the  Chief,  Commercial 
Fraud  and  Negligence  Penalties  Branch 
to  insure  uniformity  throughout  the 
Customs  Service. 

(D)  Violations  of  Laws  Administered 
by  Other  Agencies.  Violations  of  laws 
administered  by  other  agencies  (such  as 
Foreign  Assets  Control,  Agriculture,  Fish 
and  Wildlife]  should  be  referred  to  the 
appropriate  agency  for  its 
recommendations.  In  the  absence  of 
extraordinary  circumstances,  such 
recommendations  shall  be  followed.  In 
the  event  it  is  contemplated  that  such 
recommendations  should  not  be 
followed,  advice  shall  be  requested  from 
the  Chief,  Commercial  Fraud  and 
Negligence  Penalties  Branch. 

(E)  Liability  of  Customhouse  Brokers. 
A  broker  should  be  held  and  subject  to 
these  guidelines  only  if  he  (1)  committed 


a  fraudulent  violation  or  (2)  is  otherwise 
culpable  and  shared  in  the  financial 
benefits  from  the  violation.  If  both 
importer  and  broker  are  actually 
culpable  and  shared  in  the  Hnancial 
benefits,  each  party  may  be  assessed 
the  penalty  as  finally  determined  under 
these  guidelines.  If  the  broker  committed 
a  negligent  violation  without  sharing  in 
the  financial  benefits,  the  penalty  should 
be  mitigated  to  a  flat  sum  appropriate  to 
the  degree  of  negligence.  In  such  cases 
involving  ordinary  negligence  on  the 
part  of  the  broker,  the  flat  sum  should 
ordinarily  not  exceed  $250.  In  cases 
involving  gross  negligence  on  the  part  of 
the  broker,  the  flat  sum  should 
ordinarily  not  exceed  $500.  A  broker 
should  not  be  held  as  a  guarantor  to 
make  the  Government  whole  (by 
pa3mient  of  the  actual  loss  of  revenue) 
where  he  himself  is  not  guilty  of  a 
violation.  Filing  an  entry  as  importer  of 
record  (in  his  own  name  on  behalf  of  an 
importer),  would  not  alone  make  the 
broker  liable  for  the  actual  loss  of 
revenue  or  any  penalty.  If  he  is  the 
importer  of  record,  the  broker  is,  of 
course,  responsible  for  payment  of  any 
increased  duties  found  to  be  due. 

(FR  Doc.  29245  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 
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Fiscal  Service 

[Dept.  Cir.  570, 1980  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  7] 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds 

A  certificate  of  authority  as  an 
acceptable  surety  on  Federal  bonds  is 
hereby  issued  to  the  following  company 
under  Sections  6  to  13  of  Title  6  of  the 
United  States  Code.  An  underwriting 
limitation  of  $251,000  has  been 
established  for  the  company. 

Name  of  Company: 

Eastern  Indemnity  Company  of 
Maryland 

Business  Address: 

4340  East  West  Highway 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20014 

State  of  Incorporation: 

Maryland 

Certificates  of  authority  expire  on 
June  30  each  year,  unless  renewed  prior 
to  that  date  or  sooner  revoked.  The 
certificates  are  subject  to  subsequent 
annual  renewal  so  long  as  the 
companies  remain  qualified  (31  CFR, 
Part  223).  A  list  of  qualified  companies 
is  published  annually  as  of  July  1,  in 
Department  Circular  570,  with  details  as 
to  underwriting  limitation,  areas  in 
which  licensed  to  transact  surety 


business  and  other  information.  Federal 
bond-approving  officers  should  annotate 
their  reference  copies  of  Treasury 
Circular  570, 1980  Revision,  at  page 
44504  to  reflect  this  addition.  Copies  of 
the  circular,  when  issued,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Audit  Staff,  Bureau  of 
Government  Financial  Operations, 
Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

Dated:  September  15, 1980. 

W.  E.  Douglas, 

Commissioner,  Bureau  of  Government 
Financial  Operatians. 

(FR  Doc.  80-29188  Filed  9-19-80:  8:45  am) 
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VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Policies  and  Procedures;  School 
Liability 

agency:  Veterans  Administration. 
ACTION:  Request  for  public  comments. 

summary:  The  Veterans  Administration 
is  publishing  for  public  comment  new 
and  revised  statements  of  policy  and 
procedures  which  have  been  adopted  by 
the  agency  when  considering  whether  a 
school  should  be  held  liable  for  an 
overpayment  of  educational  assistance 
allowance.  These  policy  and  procedural 
statements  will  better  acquaint 
veterans,  eligible  persons,  educational 
institutions  and  the  public  at  large  with 
the  way  in  which  decisions  will  be  made 
in  this  area. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  October  23, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Send  Written  comments  to: 
Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs 
(271A),  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20420. 

Comments  will  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  address  shown  above 
during  normal  business  hours  until 
November  3, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

June  C.  Schaeffer,  Assistant  Director  for 
Policy  and  Program  Administration, 
Education  and  Rehabilitation  Service, 
Department  of  Veterans  Benefits, 
Veterans  Administration,  810  Vermont 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20420 
(202-389-2092). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
publication  contains  Appendix  F  to  DVB 
Circular  22-79-6  as  well  as  revisions  to 
Appendixes  A,  B  and  D  to  that  circular 
and  revisions  to  the  circular  itself.  The 
circular  and  its  appendixes  deal  with 
policy  and  procedures  for  use  in 
determining  whether  an  educational 
institution  may  be  held  liable  for  an 
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overpajmient  of  educational  assistance 
allowance. 

Additional  Comment  Information 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  this  document  to 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs 
(271A),  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  DC 
20420.  All  written  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  above  address  only  between  the 
hours  of  8  am  and  4:30  pm,  Monday 
through  Friday  (except  holidays)  until 
November  3, 1980.  Any  person  visiting 
the  Veterans  Administration  Central 
Office  in  Washington,  DC  for  the 
purpose  of  inspecting  any  such 
comments  will  be  received  by  the 
Central  Office  Veterans  Services  Unit  in 
room  132.  Such  visitors  to  a  VA  Held 
station  will  be  informed  that  the  records 
are  available  for  inspection  only  in 
Central  Office  and  furnished  the  address 
and  the  above  room  number. 

Approved;  September  15, 1980. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator: 

Maury  S.  Cralle,  )r.. 

Associate  Deputy  Administrator. 

Department  of  Veterans  Benefits, 
Veterans  Administration, 

Washington,  D.C.  20420 — DVB 
Circular  22-79-6,  Change  2,  June  17, 
1980. 

School  Liability 

The  following  changes  are  made  to 
DVB  Circular  22-79-6: 

1.  In  paragraph  3b,  Appendix  F  is 
added  to  the  list  as  follows: 

"i.  Overview  of  New  Procedures.  *  *  * 
b.  Appendixes  to  the  basic  circular 
provide  additional  information  on 
special  topics: 

***** 

Appendix  F — Questions  and  Answers 
on  School  Liability. 

2.  In  paragraph  4,  subparagraph  b  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

4.  Identification  of  Potential  School 
Liability  Cases.  *  *  * 
b.  Potential  School  Liability.  The 
adjudicator  or  education  clerk  will 
complete  VA  Form  22-8804a,  Notice  of 
School  Reporting  Error,  whenever  all  or 
part  of  an  overpayment  resulted  from  a 
late  report  or  false  certification.  (See 
sample  of  this  form  in  Appendix  E.)  The 
original  of  VA  Form  22-8804a  will  be 
referred  to  the  Adjudication  Officer  and 
a  copy  will  be  filed  on  the  left  flap  of  the 
claims  folder.  (Instead  of  preparing  a  file 
copy,  the  school  report  may  be 
annotated  “VAF  22-8804a  prepared” 
and  dated  and  initialed  by  the  person 
preparing  the  action.) 
***** 


3.  In  paragraph  5,  subparagraph  c  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

5.  Determination  of  Potential 
Liability.  *  *  * 

c.  No  Liability.  If  liability  is  not 
assessed,  the  Adjudication  Officer  will 
advise  the  Veterans  Services  Officer, 
where  appropriate,  of  the  defects  found 
in  the  school’s  reporting  system.  The 
Veterans  Services  Officer  will  advise 
the  school.  The  reasons  for  not  holding  a 
school  liable  should  always  be 
documented  when  a  significant 
reporting  problem  appears  to  exist. 
*****  , 

4.  In  paragraph  9,  subparagraph  b(l)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

9.  Prehearing  Conference.  *  *  * 

b.  General  Procedures.  (1)  The 

Adjudication  Officer  will  designate  one 
person  who  has  knowledge  of 
educational  procedures  to  meet  with  the 
school  representative  and  the  District 
Counsel  to  review  and  discuss  the 
record  upon  which  potential  liability  is 
based.  The  Adjudication  representative 
shall  not  participate  in  any  later 
Committee  Panel  decision.  However, 
this  person  shall  have  authority,  at  this 
stage  of  the  proceedings,  to  recommend 
modifying  or  rescinding  the  initial 
determination,  subject  to  the 
Adjudication  Officer’s  approval.  If  the 
school  makes  a  compromise  offer  at  the 
prehearing  conference,  the  District 
Counsel  may  conduct  preliminry 
negotiations.  (See  app.  D,  par.  15) 
***** 

5.  In  paragraph  10b,  Rules  1  and  6  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

10.  Hearing.  *  *  * 

b.  Hearing  Rules. 

Rule  1. — The  chairperson  of  the  panel 
shall  be  in  charge  and  responsible  for 
conducting  the  hearing  including 
administration  of  oaths  or  affirmations, 
which  shall  be  required  of  all  witnesses, 
and  decisions  as  to  admissibility  of 
evidence.  The  chairperson  should  be 
issued  VA  Form  4505  (Delegation  of 
Authority  to  Administer  Oaths)  under 
VA  Regulation  2  (§  2.2). 
***** 

Rule  6. — A  verbatim  stenographic  or 
recorded  report  of  the  hearing  shall  be 
made  by  the  Agency  and  the 
stenographic  notes  or  tapes  preserved 
until  the  transcript  is  accepted  as 
accurate  by  both  parties.  The  transcript 
shall  become  a  permanent  part  of  the 
record,  and  a  copy  shall  be  fnuiished 
free  of  cost  to  the  school  by  certified 
mail,  return  receipt  requested.  The 
school  may  utilize  a  reporter  of  its 
choosing,  at  its  expense.  If  the  school 
wishes  its  transcript  to  become  part  of 
the  record,  a  copy  must  be  furnished  to 
the  Agency  free  of  cost.  (The  Agency 


transcript  will  be  considered  accepted  if 
the  school  does  not  contest  its  accuracy 
within  10  days  of  receipt.) 

***** 

6.  In  paragraph  11,  subparagraph  a(3) 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

11.  Committee  Panel  Decision  and 
Notice  to  School, 
a.  Decision.  *  *  * 

(3)  The  decision  shall  be  by  majority 
and  shall  either  affirm,  modify  or 
reverse  the  finding  of  potential  school 
liability  made  by  the  Adjudication 
Officer.  The  Committee  Panel  must 
clearly  and  fully  state  its  findings  and 
conclusions,  and  the  reasons  and  basis 
for  the  decision.  Applicable  Federal 
statutes  and  regulations  must  be  cited 
by  statute  and  regulation  number.  The 
general  format  for  Statements  of  the 
Case  (M21-1.  chapter  18)  may  be  used. 
[The  original  decision  furnished  the 
school  will  be  signed  by  the  panel 
members.  Any  dissenting  member  may 
decline  to  sign  and  may  submit  a 
separate  opinion  which  will  be  retained 
as  part  of  the  record.) 
***** 

7.  In  paragraph  13,  subparagraph  b(2) 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

13.  Disposition  of  Pending  Cases.  *  *  * 
(b)  Cases  With  Final  Decisions.  *  *  * 
(2)  If  Error  is  Alleged.  Within  30  days 
from  the  date  the  first  demand  letter  is 
issued  after  the  moratorium  is  lifted,  the 
school  may  request  that  the  VA 
reconsider  any  substantive  errors  that 
are  alleged  to  have  been  made 
previously  in  determining  the  school’s 
liability.  The  request  shall  clearly  state 
and  document  the  specific  substantive 
errors  that  are  alleged.  Mere  “general” 
requests  for  review  are  not  adequate. 
When  making  the  request,  the  school 
shall  specify  whether  it  merely  wishes 
the  VA  to  consider  the  allegations  of 
substantive  error  on  the  existing  record 
or  whether  it  desires  to  have  these 
matters  determined  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  described  in  paragraphs 
5  through  12  of  this  circular.  If  the  first 
option  is  chosen  by  the  school,  the  case 
will  convene  a  panel  of  three  to  decide 
the  case  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
11.  If  the  latter  option  is  chosen,  the  case 
will  be  handled  in  accordance  with 
paragraphs  5  through  12.  No  case  will  be 
reconsidered  if  collection  has  already 
been  completed. 

***** 

8.  In  Appendix  A,  paragraph  2c(3) 
(except  the  examples)  is  revised  as 
follows: 

Appendix  A — School  Reporting 
Requirements. 

***** 

2.  Requirements  for  Reporting 
Enrollment  Changes.  *  *  * 
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c.  Reporting  Requirement  in  Effect 
Since  August  6. 1975.  *  *  * 

(3)  Unsatisfactory  Progress.  In 
general,  a  school  must  report 
unsatisfactory  progress  within  30  days 
from  the  date  on  which  progress 
becomes  unsatisfactory.  However,  * 
where  unsatisfactory  grades  are 
involved,  the  30-day  period  will  begin 
from  the  date  on  which  the  school 
official  responsible  for  determining 
whether  a  student  is  making  satisfactory 
progress  received  the  final  report 
indicating  that  approved  satisfactory 
progress  standards  have  not  been  met. 

In  no  event  will  a  report  of 
unsatisfactory  progress  (because  of 
unsatisfactory  grades]  be  considered 
timely  if  received  more  than  60  days 
after  the  end  of  the  applicable  term. 

«  *  *  *  * 

9.  In  Appendix  B,  paragraph  4i  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix  B — Extent  of  Potential 
School  Liability  for  Individual 
Overpayments. 

***** 

4.  Examples.  *  *  * 

(i)  Multiple  Adjustments — 
(Prepayment  Case). 

Enrollment  Period:  September  12, 1976 
through  June  15, 1977  at  Full  Time. 

Reduction  to  ¥2  time:  November  15, 
1976. 

Resumption  to  FT:  February  6, 1977. 

Withdrawal:  March  5, 1977. 

End  of  30-day  period  for  reduction: 
December  15, 1976. 

End  of  30-day  period  for  withdrawal: 
April  4, 1977. 

Notice  of  all  changes:  April  15, 1977. 

Critical  Periods:  December  16, 1976 
through  April  15, 1977  and  April  5, 1977 
through  April  15, 1977. 

Period  of  Potential  Liability:  January  1, 
1977  to  February  6, 1977  (i.e.,  the  period 
covered  by  the  payment  due  January  1, 
1977  and  part  of  the  period  covered  by 
the  payment  due  February  1, 1977). 

Reason:  The  school  may  be  liable  for 
part  of  the  overpayment  resulting  from 
the  reduction  in  training  since  notice  of 
the  reduction  was  late.  There  can  be  no 
liability  resulting  from  the  withdrawal, 
even  though  notice  was  late,  since  no 
payments  were  due  in  the  period  April  4, 
1977  to  April  15, 1977. 
***** 

10.  In  Appendix  D,  a  new  paragraph 
15  is  added  and  the  former  paragraph  15 
is  renumbered  16  so  that  paragraphs  15 
and  16  read  as  follows: 

Appendix  D — School  Liability 
Procedures  for  the  Finance  Activity. 
***** 

15.  Compromise  Offers,  a.  General. 
Debts  due  this  Agency  from  the  school 
liability  program  may  be  considered  for 


compromise  should  such  an  offer  be 
tendered.  The  only  difference  in 
considering  the  acceptability  of  such  an 
offer  versus  any  other  debt  is  that  the 
school  will  not  be  required  to  submit 
financial  information.  The  school’s 
ability  to  pay  will  be  assumed  in  the 
absence  of  any  indications  or 
allegations  to  the  contrary. 

Compromises  on  debts  in  excess  of 
$20,000  will  be  forwarded  to  Central 
Office  (047C2)  for  referral  to  the 
Department  of  Justice. 

b.  Offer  Received  Before  Station 
Committee  Makes  Decision.  Should  an 
offer  of  compromise  be  made  by  a 
school  before  a  debt  has  been 
established  (e.g.,  at  a  prehearing 
conference  or  at  a  hearing]  the  following 
procedure  will  apply. 

(1)  Any  reasonable  offer  of 
compromise  (i.e.,  not  a  frivolous  offer,  or 
an  offer  below  a  predetermined  level  of 
acceptability)  made  at  any  time,  will  be 
referred  by  the  District  Counsel  to  the 
Chief,  Finance  activity.  Further  school 
liability  procedures  will  be  suspended 
pending  the  resolution  of  the  offer. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  potential  debts  under 
$1,000,  the  Chief,  Finance  activity,  is 
authorized  to  negotiate  with  the  school 
with  regard  to  the  amount  of  the  final 
settlement.  The  Chief,  Finance  activity, 
is  also  authorized  to  accept  or  reject  any 
compromise  offer  in  this  debt  range. 

(3)  In  the  case  of  potential  debts 
between  $1,000  and  $20,000,  the  Chief, 
Finance  activity,  is  authorized,  after 
consultation  with  the  District  Counsel, 
to  negotiate  with  the  school  with  regard 
to  the  amount  of  a  conditional  final 
settlement.  The  Chief,  Finance  activity, 
must  inform  the  school  that  his  or  her 
decision  is  subject  to  confirmation  from 
the  station  Committee  on  Waivers  and 
Compromises.  Once  the  Chief,  Finance 
activity,  feels  that  he  or  she  has 
received  the  best  offer  a  school  is 
willing  to  make,  the  case  will  be  referred 
to  the  station  Committee.  The  Chief, 
Finance  activity,  may  attach  a 
nonbinding  reconunendation  to  the 
referral.  The  Committee  on  Waivers  and 
Compromises  will  issue  its  decision 
within  5  days  if  possible,  and  the  Chief, 
Finance  activity,  will  advise  the  school 
of  the  Committee’s  decision. 

(4)  In  the  case  of  potential  debts  in 
excess  of  $20,000,  the  Chief,  Finance 
activity,  is  authorized,  after  consultation 
with  the  District  Counsel,  to  negotiate 
with  the  school  with  regard  to  the 
amount  of  a  conditional  final  settlement. 
The  Chief,  Finance  activity,  must  inform 
the  school  that  he/she  is  authorized  only 
to  recommend  acceptance  or  rejection  of 
this  offer,  however,  and  that  the  final 
decision  rests  with  the  Department  of 
Justice.  He/she  will  then  call  Central 


Office  (047C2)  (FTS  389-5216)  for 
guidance.  If  necessary,  the  offer, 
supporting  documentation  and 
recommendation  of  the  Chief,  Finance 
activity,  will  be  referred  to  Central 
Office  (047C2). 

(5)  For  the  purpose  of  considering  a 
“predebt”  offer  of  compromise  only, 
such  a  potential  debt  may  be  considered 
as  an  established  debt  subject  to 
collection.  No  referral  to  or 
consideration  by  the  Station  Committee 
on  School  Liability  will  be  required.  If 
an  offer  of  compromise  is  accepted,  no 
confirmation  of  liability  by  that 
Committee  will  be  necessary. 

c.  Offer  Received  After  Liability 
Upheld  by  Station  Committee.  Offers  of 
compromise  after  liability  has  been 
established  will  be  processed  as  any 
other  offer  of  compromise  on  an 
established  debt. 

d.  Additional  Policies 

(1)  The  Chief,  Finance  activity,  is  the 
only  VA  employee  authorized  to 
negotiate  compromise  offers,  except  that 
the  District  Counsel  may  conduct 
preliminary  negotiations  when  he/she  is 
approached  with  an  initial  compromise 
offer. 

(2)  All  acceptances  of  compromise 
offers  are  conditioned  upon  prompt 
receipt  of  payment. 

(3)  For  the  purpose  of  refunds,  the 
liability  amount  will  be  the  lesser  of  (a) 
the  original  amount  shown  on  the  FL  4- 
334  or  (b)  the  original  amount  of  liability 
as  reduced  by  agreed  upon  changes  in 
the  facts  of  the  case  as  established  at 
the  prehearing  conference  or  hearing. 

The  compromise  agreement  should 
always  contain  a  provision  to  the  effect 
that  refunds  will  only  be  made  when 
collections  from  the  school  and  from 
veterans  combined  exceed  the  original 
liability  amount — not  the  compromise 
amount. 

16.  Work  Measurement,  a.  Report  all 
time  expended  in  direct  labor  on  the 
School  Liability  program  under  End 
Product  431 — Other  Measured  Work 
(Operations).  Do  not  report  any  counts 
for  school  liability  under  EP  403  or  405. 

b.  Preparation  of  RCS  047-18  should 
be  reported  under  End  Product  424. 

11.  A  new  Appendix  F  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

Questions  and  Answers  on  School  Liability 

1.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  appendix  is 
to  provide  clarification  on  certain  issues  in 
the  basic  circular  and  appendixes  A 
through  E. 

2.  General  Questions  on  School  Liability. 

a.  Importance  of  Program.  Is  the  VA  really 

serious  about  the  school  liability  program? 

Answer:  Yes.  Adjudication  Officers  should 
exercise  good  judgment  in  assessing  potential 
^  school  liability  and  concentrate  on  the  most 
flagrant  cases  of  negligence  in  school 
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reporting  or  of  false  certification.  Procedures 
have  been  developed  for  ultimately  referring 
school  liability  cases  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  for  enforced  collection. 

b.  State  Schools.  Can  liability  be  assessed 
against  State  supported  schools? 

Answer  Yes.  There  is  no  distinction 
between  public  and  private  schools  in  38 
U.S.C.  1785. 

c.  Compromise.  Are  compromise 
procedures  applicable  to  school  liability? 

Answer. 

(1)  Yes.  Compromise  of  school  liability 
debts  is  encouraged.  The  Chief,  Finance 
activity  is  now  authorized  to  negotiate  a 
compromise  settlement  if  a  school  makes  a 
compromise  offer.  Detailed  compromise 
procedures  have  been  added  to  appendix  D, 
paragraph  15. 

(2)  It  should  be  noted  that  the  Adjudication 
Officer  may  modify  or  rescind  the  initial 
finding  of  potential  liability  based  on 
arguments  or  evidence  presented  at  the 
prehearing  conference.  However,  any 
compromise  offer  must  be  referred  to  the 
Chief,  Finance  activity. 

d.  School  Closed  or  Bankrupt.  Should  a 
station  pursue  school  liability  if  a  school  has 
closed,  is  in  bankruptcy,  or  has  merged? 

Answer:  Always  consult  the  District 
Counsel  as  to  the  likelihood  of  successful 
collection  in  such  cases.  The  administrative 
expenses  of  collection  vs.  the  likelihood  of 
collection  should  always  be  carefully 
considered.  (See  app.  D,  par.  6.) 

e.  Central  Office  Assistance.  Which 
elements  in  Central  Office  may  offer 
assistance  on  school  liability? 

Answer: 

— For  questions  on  general  procedures  in 
the  circular  contact  the  Procedures  Staff 
(224B]  of  the  Education  and  Rehabilitation 
Service. 

— For  questions  on  Finance  procedures 
contact  the  Benefit  Payment  and  Policy 
Division  (047C2)  of  the  Finance  Service. 

— For  questions  on  policy  or  for  advice  in 
particular  situations  contact  the  Program 
Administration  Staff  (225B]  of  the  Education 
and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

— For  matters  related  to  appeals  contact 
the  Chairperson  of  the  School  Liability 
Appeals  Board  (20E]. 

— For  General  Counsel  assistance  contact 
the  Assistant  General  Counsel  (021). 

3.  Questions  on  the  Basic  Circular. 

a.  Paragraph  4 — Identification  of  Potential 
School  Liability  Cases. 

Question  1:  After  VA  Form  22-8804a  has 
been  prepared,  would  it  be  proper  to  issue  a 
second  VA  Form  22-8804a  in  the  same  case  if 
a  subsequent  reporting  error  is  noted? 

Answer:  Yes. 

Question  2;  What  should  be  done  with  VA 
Forms  22-8804a  if  the  school  is  found  to  be 
potentially  liable? 

Answer:  We  suggest  they  be  retained  by 
the  Adjudication  Officer  until  the  issue  of 
school  liability  for  the  affected  cases  is 
resolved  (i.e.,  liability  is  eventually  dismissed 
or  collection  effected).  These  forms  might  be 
included  as  an  exhibit  for  presentation  to  the 
Committee  Panel  to  establish  the  gross 
number  of  reporting  errors  over  a  given 
period  (as  opposed  to  the  number  of  cases  for 
which  potential  liability  has  been  actually 
assessed). 


b.  Paragraph  5 — Determination  of  Potential 
Liability. 

Question  1:  What  sort  of  information 
should  be  reviewed  and  consideration  given 
in  determining  whether  a  given  set  of 
reporting  discrepancies  would  suggest  a 
finding  of  potential  school  liability? 

Answer:  In  addition  to  VA  Form  22-8804a, 
total  enrollment  figures  on  RCS  212-2  listings 
and  overpayment  information  on  COIN  EDU 
174  listings  may  be  helpful.  Comparisons  may 
be  done  between  schools  with  similar 
enrollments  over  an  extended  period,  and 
compliance  survey  reports  should  be 
reviewed.  If  warranted,  a  special  survey, 
liaison  visit  or  field  investigation  may  be 
scheduled  for  the  purpose  of  assessing  the 
extent  and  nature  of  the  reporting 
discrepancies.  No  percentage  has  been  set  for 
determining  an  allowable  error  and/or  delay 
rate  since  the  gross  number  and  seriousness 
of  the  errors  must  be  considered.  In  the  last 
analysis,  there  is  no  substitute  for  sound 
judgment  which  fairly  assesses  all  known 
facts  about  the  school’s  reporting  problems. 

Question  2:  May  signiBcant  improvement 
in  a  school's  reporting  be  taken  into  account 
in  considering  potential  school  liabibty? 

Answer:  Yes.  As  noted  in  appendix  C,  all 
relevant  factors  are  to  be  considered  when 
negligence  is  the  issue,  including  the  school’s 
past  reliability  in  reporting.  The  extent  of 
past  reporting  errors  must  be  weighed  against 
any  improvement.  But  improvement  should 
not  be  viewed  as  a  means  to  justify  obvious 
and  apparently  blatant  negligence  in  the  past. 
A  case  against  a  school  may  be  restricted  to 
those  overpayments  covering  the  period  in 
which  the  most  serious  discrepancies 
occurred. 

Question  3:  May  the  Adjudication  Officer 
consider  the  administrative  expense  of 
collection  vs.  the  likelihood  of  collection  as 
the  basis  for  not  holding  a  school  potentially 
liable? 

Answer  No.  But  he/ she  may  consult  with 
the  Chief,  Finance  activity  on  this  issue  at  the 
time  potential  liability  is  being  considered. 
Any  joint  decision  to  forego  school  liability 
proceedings  for  this  reason  must  always  be 
documented.  The  Chief,  Finance  activity  will 
be  responsibile  for  the  analysis  upon  which 
this  decision  is  based.  (Once  a  school 
liability  debt  has  been  established  by  the 
Station  Committee  Panel,  only  the  Chief, 
Finance  activity  has  termination  authority  on 
debts  and  then  only  in  cases  under  $20,0(W.) 

Question  4:  Must  all  overpayments 
residting  from  compliance  surveys  be 
reported  to  Finance  as  school  liability? 

Answer:  No.  The  Adjudication  OfBcer  must 
always  determine  if  a  school  is  potentially 
liable  under  the  guidelines  of  appendix  C 
which  include  allowance  for  occasional 
clerical  error  or  occasional  administrative 
delay. 

Question  5:  Can  a  school  potentially  be 
liable  under  any  circumstances  for  education 
loans  which  go  into  default? 

Answer  Conceivably  there  could  be 
liability  for  a  false  certification  in  connection 
with  an  education  loan  if  the  loan 
subsequently  went  into  default. 

c.  Paragraph  6— Notice  to  School. 

Question:  To  what  school  official  should  a 
notice  of  potential  liability  be  addressed? 


Answer.  The  notice  letter  should  be 
addressed  to  the  highest  administrative 
official  at  that  school.  In  most  cases  this 
would  be  the  President. 

d.  Paragraph  7c — ^Panel  Composition. 

Question  1:  May  adjudicators  who  created 
an  overpayment  or  who  computed  the  period 
of  potential  liability  serVe  on  a  hearing  panel 
for  the  affected  school? 

Answer.  Yes.  The  creation  of  an 
overpayment  or  the  computation  of  a  period 
of  potential  liability  are  considered  routine 
adjudicative  functions  and  do  not  involve 
judgment  as  to  potential  liability. 

Question  2:  May  an  adjudicator  who 
screens  cases  and  recommends  that  potential 
school  liability  be  assessed  serve  on  the 
hearing  panel  that  decides  the  case? 

Answer.  No. 

Question  3:  Can  the  Adjudication 
representative  at  the  prehearing  conference 
serve  on  the  hearing  panel  that  decides  the 
case? 

Answer:  No. 

Question  4:  Can  a  compliance  survey 
specialist  serve  on  a  hearing  panel? 

Answer  Yes,  but  not  if  he/she  was 
involved  in  a  survey  of  the  affected  school 
which  led  to  the  finding  of  potential  liability. 

Question  5:  How  far  can  a  school  go  in 
challenging  the  qualifications  of  panel 
members? 

Answer.  A  school  has  the  right  to  challenge 
the  qualifications  of  any  panel  member  “for 
good  cause”.  As  a  general  rule,  an  allowable 
challenge  will  involve  something  in  the 
member’s  backgroimd  or  work  experience 
(especially  prior  dealings  with  the  school) 
which  could  reasonably  raise  a  question  of 
possible  bias  against  the  school.  We  should 
attempt  to  accommodate  any  reasonable 
challenges  to  proposed  panel  members. 

Question  6:  How  far  do  we  go  on  resumes 
of  the  panel  members? 

Answer  The  resume  should  be  a  brief 
summary  of  the  individual  panel  member's 
qualifications.  This  should  include  the 
member’s  educational  background,  prior 
work  experience  before  joining  the  VA,  and 
all  VA  positions  held  and  their  general 
duties.  When  a  panel  is  assigned  a  particular 
case,  each  member  should  add  any  personal 
or  professional  dealings  he/she  has  had  with 
the  school. 

e.  Paragraph  9 — ^Prehearing  Conference. 

Question  1:  May  the  memorandum  of 
understanding  prepared  at  the  end  of  the 
prehearing  conference  include  an  agreement 
to  withdraw  certain  cases  from  potential 
liability  status? 

Answer  Generally  no.  The  memorandum 
of  understanding  should  present  facts  that  the 
parties  have  agreed  on  so  that  these  matters 
need  not  be  considered  at  the  hearing. 
However,  the  Adjudication  Officer  may 
modify  or  rescind  the  original  decision  either 
at  the  prehearing  conference  or  after  the 
prehearing  conference. 

Question  2:  Is  there  any  time  limit  for 
scheduling  the  prehearing  conference  or  the 
hearing? 

Answer.  No.  But  a  prehearing  conference 
should  be  scheduled  within  30  days  of  the 
school’s  request  if  possible.  Also,  a  hearing 
should  be  scheduled  within  30  days  of  the 
prehearing  conference  if  possible. 
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f.  Paragraph  10— Hearing. 

Question  1:  Can  a  school  call  a  VA 

employee  as  their  witness  in  a  hearing? 

Answer:  Yes.  However,  as  noted  in  hearing 
rule  3,  the  chairperson  of  the  hearing  panel 
may  limit  the  number  of  persons  appearing  as 
witnesses  if  deemed  necessary. 

Question  2:  With  regard  to  hearing  rule 
number  4,  are  there  are  restrictions  on  the 
type  of  questions  that  may  be  asked  a 
witness? 

Answer:  No.  Rules  applicable  to  formal 
judicial  proceedings  will  not  apply.  The 
Chairperson  may  exclude  evidence  or 
testimony  which  is  irrelevent,  immaterial, 
cumulative  or  unduly  argumentative. 

g.  Paragraph  13 — Requests  for 
Reconsideration., 

Question  1:  If  a  school  alleges  substantive 
error  in  a  premoratorium  final  decision  and 
requests  a  prehearing  or  hearing,  should  the 
Adjudication  Officer  reconsider  the  decision 
to  hold  the  school  liable? 

Answer:  Yes.  That  was  the  intent  of 
paragraph  13b(2). 

Question  2:  In  reconsidering  a  prior  Hnal 
decision,  should  these  old  cases  be  merged 
with  any  new  cases  of  potential  school 
liability  that  may  be  pending  against  the 
school? 

Answer:  No.  Consider  the  old  cases 
separately  and  consider  only  the  specific 
substantive  errors  that  are  raised  by  the 
school  concerning  these  cases.  If 
discrepancies  in  other  cases  at  this  school 
warrant  a  finding  of  potential  school  liability, 
the  school  should  be  notified  separately  for 
these  cases  and  receive  the  full  due  process 
for  them  under  the  circular. 

4.  Questions  on  Appendix  A. 

Question  2:  If  a  school  (IHL)  does  keep 

attendance  but  determines  the  last  date  of 
attendance  by  one  of  the  alternate  approved 
methods  in  paragraph  3a,  how  can  they  be 
held  liable  for  an  untimely  report? 

Answer:  The  law  prohibits  the  VA  from 
requiring  daily  attendance  at  IHL's  but  at  the 
same  time  requires  schools  to  report  without 
delay  any  change  in  enrollment.  (38  U.S.C. 
1784[a]  and  1785.)  Our  position  is  that  a 
school  has  30  days  to  report  a  change  in 
enrollment  (subject  to  certain  qualifications} 
regardless  of  what  method  is  used  to 
determine  the  date  of  the  changes.  In  effect, 
schools  are  responsible  for  monitoring  pursuit 
on  a  continuing  basis  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  meet  timely  reporting  standards. 

5.  Questions  on  Appendix  B. 

Nonpunitive  Grades 

Question:  Should  school  liability  be  applied 
to  overpayments  resulting  from  nonpunitive 
grades  (with  no  mitigating  circumstances) 
given  at  the  end  of  a  term? 

Answer:  No.  School  liability  is  generally 
not  applicable  to  that  part  of  an  overpayment 
caused  by  the  failure  to  establish  mitigating 
circumstances.  (App.  B,  par.  3a(4).}  In  the 
case  of  nonpunitive  grades  at  the  end  of  a 
term  (without  mitigating  circumstances), 
there  would  be  no  potenial  school  liability 
since  the  amount  of  the  overpayment  would 
not  be  affected  by  a  failure  to  timely  report. 

Note. — If  a  student  withdraws  from  any 
subject,  the  school  must  always  report  the 
last  date  of  attendance  regardless  of  whether 


a  punitive  or  nonpunitive  grade  is  assigned. 
School  liability  may  be  applicable  if  the 
withdrawal  is  not  reported  timely, 

6.  Questions  on  Appendix  D. 

Question  1.  How  do  waiver  and 

compromise  requests  affect  school  liability? 

Answer  (1).  Waiver — A  waiver  of  our  right 
to  collect  from  a  veteran  does  aot  constitute  a 
waiver  of  our  right  to  collect  from  the  school. 
The  waiver  concept  does  not  apply  to  school 
liability. 

(2)  Compromise — Offers  of  compromise 
under  $20,000  are  handled  at  the  field  level. 
For  offers  over  $20,000  call  Central  Office 
Finance  (389-5216).  See  appendix  D, 
paragraph  15  for  detailed  procedures. 

Question  2.  Explain  administrative  expense 
consideration. 

Answer  (1).  Preliability — The  Chief, 

Finance  activity,  should  be  consulted  early  in 
the  liability  procedure  to  determine  if  the  cost 
of  conducting  the  entire  administrative 
procedure  is  justified  in  light  of  the  amount  of 
potential  liability  and  the  likelihood  of 
collection. 

(2)  Liability  Established — Guidelines  for 
termination  of  school  liability  debts  are  the 
same  as  for  any  other  debt. 

Question  3.  How  do  collections  from 
veterans  affect  school  liability  balances? 

Answer.  Every  dollar  which  is  collected  or 
offset  from  a  veteran  whose  overpayment  is 
part  of  a  school’s  liability  balance  will  be 
used  to  reduce  the  liability  balance  at  the 
time  that  a  prescribed  recalculation  is 
performed. 

Question  4.  What  effect  does  a  referral  of 
an  individual  veteran’s  overpayment  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  for  enforced  collection 
have,  if  that  overpayment  is  also  part  of  a 
school  liability  balance? 

Answer.  None.  (See  next  question 
regarding  collections.) 

Question  5.  There  is  some  discussion  as  to 
the  obligation  of  the  regional  office  with 
respect  to  keeping  school  liability  balances 
current.  Please  clarify  this. 

Answer  (1).  The  obligation  of  the  regional 
office  Finance  activity  is  generally  to 
maintain  a  current  balance  once  a  year. 
However,  if  a  school  expresses  a  bona  fide 
desire  to  pay  or  to  offer  a  compromise,  then  a 
current  balance  will  be  computed.  Reductions 
of  the  balance  will  reflect  only  collections 
posted  to  individual  Hines  DPC  master 
records.  Collections  made  through  U.S. 
attorneys  will  be  handled  in  the  same  manner 
as  any  other  collection  or  offset  made  from 
overpaid  trainees.  Only  collections  which  are 
posted  to  individual  master  records  may  be 
used  in  computing  the  current  school  liability 
balance. 

(2)  The  above  rules  are  also  valid  for  the 
purpose  of  making  refunds  to  schools  if  a 
total  in  excess  of  the  school’s  original 
liability  amount  has  been  collected  from  the 
school  and  veterans  combined. 

(3)  Please  note  that  any  compromise 
agreement  should  always  contain  a  provision 
to  the  effect  that  refunds  to  the  school  will 
only  be  made  when  the  collections  from  the 
school  and  the  veterans  combined  exceed  the 
original  liability  amount — not  the 
compromise  amount. 

7.  Questions  on  Appendix  E. 

’  Question.  When  a  school  is  notified  of  its 
potential  liability  should  they  be  advised  to 


retain  their  own  records  of  the  affected 
students? 

Answer.  Yes.  It  would  be  in  the  best 
interest  of  both  the  Government  and  the 
school  for  the  school  to  retain  it  records.  The 
following  language  should  be  added  to  the 
initial  letter  sent  to  a  school  after  the 
moratorium  (i.e.,  the  letters  on  pp.  E-5,  E-6  or 
the  equivalent):  “The  usual  requirement  for 
retention  of  VA  student  records  is  3  years 
from  termination  of  enrollment.  However, 
you  are  requested  to  retain  all  records 
pertaining  to  the  affected  students  until  the 
school  liability  issue  is  resolved.  The 
authority  for  this  request  is  VA  Regulation 
14209(F).’’ 

(FR  Doc.  80-29296  Filed  9-19-80;  8:45  am) 
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1. 

EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.  (eastern  time), 
Tuesday,  September  23, 1980. 

PLACE:  Commission  conference  room 
No.  5240,  fifth  floor,  Columbia  Plaza 
Office  Building,  2401  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

STATUS:  Part  will  be  open  to  the  public 
and  part  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Open  tO 
the  public: 

1.  Final  Interpretive  Guidelines  Concerning 
Sexual  Harassment. 

2.  Clarification  of  the  Preamble  of  the  Final 
Guidelines  on  Discrimination  Because  of 
Religion. 

3.  Proposal  for  Contract  to  develop  Needs 
Assessment  and  Training  Modules  for  706 
Agencies. 

4.  Transfer  of  Mission  and  Function  of  the 
Office  of  Executive  Secretariat. 

5.  Final  Draft  of  the  OFCCP-EEOC 
Memorandum  of  Understanding. 

6.  Coverage  of  Apprenticeship  Programs 
Under  the  Age  Discrimination  in  Employment 
Act  of  1967. 

7.  Proposed  Revisions  to  Section  VIII  of  the 
Compliance  Manual. 

8.  Publication  of  )ob  Segregation  and  Race 
Discrimination  Hearing  Transcript. 

9.  Recommendation  for  fiscal  year  1981 
Native  American  (TERO)  Project. 

10.  Aggregate/Disaggregate  Goals  for 
Construction  Contractors  (Final  Regulations 
from  Department  of  Labor). 

11.  Freedom  of  Information  Act  Appeal  No. 
80-4-FOIA-344,  concerning  a  request  for 
materials  in  two  age  discrimination  charge 
Files. 

12.  Contract  with  CACI  to  Develop  an  In- 
House  Automated  Data  Retrieval  System. 

13.  Report  on  Commission  Operations  by 
the  Executive  Director. 

Closed  to  the  public: 

1.  Litigation  Authorization;  General 
Counsel  Recommendations. 


2.  Freedom  of  Information  Act  Appeal  Nos. 
80-4-FOIA-233  arid  80-5-FOIA-251. 

Note. — Any  matter  not  discussed  or 
concluded  may  be  carried  over  to  a  later 
meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Treva  I.  McCall,  Acting 
Executive  Officer,  Executive  Secretariat, 
at  (202)  634-6748. 

This  notice  issued  September  17, 1980. 

(S-1739-80  Filed  9-17-80;  Ir-SS  pm) 

BILLING  CODE  6570-0S-M 


2 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  September  18, 
1980. 

place:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  sixth  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6677). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  The 

following  four  items  have  been  added  to 
the  agenda: 

Branch  Office  Application — Arkadelphia 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Arkadelphia,  Arkansas. 

Proposed  Merger  and  Increase  in  Accounts  of 
an  Insurable  Type — Cudahy  Savings  and 
Loan  Association,  Cudahy,  Wisconsin 
INTO  Security  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 
Amendment  Relating  to  Annual  Report 
Requirements — Federal  Register  Document.  - 
Settlement  and  Processing  of  Drafts — Federal 
Register  Document. 

Announcement  is  being  made  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time. 

No.  392,  September  17, 1980. 

IS-1742-80  Filed  9-18-80;  10;55  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6720-01-M 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 
“FEDEHAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  Vol.  45,  No. 
180,  page  61077,  September  15, 1980. 
PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  9:30  a.m.,  September  18, 
1980. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  sixth  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6677). 


CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
items  have  been  withdrawn  from  the 
agenda  for  the  open  meeting: 

Branch  Office  Application — Arkadelphia 
Federal  Savings  And  Loan  Association 
Arkadelphia,  Arkansas. 

Proposed  Merger  and  Increase  in  Accounts  of 
an  Insurable  type — Cudahy  Savings  and 
Loan  Association,  Cudahy,  Wisconsin 
INTO  Security  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 

Announcement  is  being  made  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time. 

No.  393,  September  18, 1980. 

(S-1743-80  Filed  9-18-80;  10;59am| 

BILLING  CODE  6720-01-M 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION: 

TIME  AND  date:  9  a.m.,  September  24, 
1980. 

PLACE:  Hearing  Room  One,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20573. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Revised  Agreements  No.  9427-6 
(Germany-North  Atlantic  Ports  Rate 
Agreement)  and  9552-4  (North  Atlantic/West 
Europe  Rate  Agreement);  Conditions  of 
Approval. 

2.  Totem  Ocean  Trailer  Express,  Inc. — 
Petition  for  Declaratory  Order. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Assistant  Secretary  (202)  523-5725. 

[S-1740-80  Filed  9-17-80;  5;01  pm| 

BILLING  CODE  6730-01-M 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  September  25, 
1980. 

PLACE:  Hearing  Room  One,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573. 
status:  Open. 

MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Docket  No. 
80-13 — Licensing  of  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarders — Consideration  of 
the  Record. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Assistant  Secretary  (202)  523-5725. 

[S-1745-80  Filed  9-18-80;  3;46  pm| 

BILLING  CODE  6730-01-M 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  Board  of 
Governors  Notice  forwarded  to  Federal 
Register  on  September  17, 1980. 
PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  meeting:  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
September  24, 1980. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Addition  of 
the  following  open  item(s)  to  the 
meeting: 

1.  Proposed  amendment  to  Regulation  E 
(Electronic  Fund  Transfers)  to  exempt  certain 
terminals  from  providing  one  item  of 
information  otherwise  required  on  terminal 
receipts,  and  amendments  to  address 
compulsory  use  of  EFT,  family  transfer  plans, 
and  documentation  requirements.  (This 
matter  was  orignally  announced  for  Open 
Meeting  on  Wednesday,  September  17, 1980.) 

2.  Any  agenda  items  carried  forward  from 
a  previously  announced  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION: 

Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne,  Assistant  to  the 
Board  (202)  452-3204. 

Dated:  September  17, 1980. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(8-1744-80  Filed  9-18-80;  11:11  amj 
BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 
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NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 
September  25, 1980. 

PLACE:  Seventh  floor  board  room,  1776  G 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C, 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Review  of  Central  Liquidity  Facility 
Lending  Rate. 

2.  Consideration  of  U.S.  Central  Agent 
Group  for  CLF  Membership. 

3.  Consideration  of  waiver  of  regular 
reserve  for  third  quarter  1980. 

4.  Interpretive  Ruling  and  Policy  Statement 
regarding  Premiums.  Finders  Fees, 
Prepayment  of  Dividends  and  Payment  of 
Dividends  in  Merchandise. 

5.  Preliminary  review  of  Regulations  701.22 
and  701.23  pursuant  to  Part  VI  of  Executive 
Order  No.  12044  (selling  and  cashing 
checks  and  money  orders). 

6.  Request  from  two  federal  credit  unions, 
FNMA  FCU  and  North  Greenmount 
Community  Developmnt  FCU,  with  assets 
of  less  than  $2,000,000  to  grant  long-term 
real  estate  loans. 

7.  Proposed  policy  to  delegate  authority  to 
approve  and  reject  requests  from  FCUs 
with  assets  less  than  ^  million  to  grant 
long-term  real  estate  loans. 

8.  Proposed  policy  to  delegate  authority  to 
approve  decrease  of  reserve  requirement 


(waive  reserve  transfer). 

9.  Report  on  actions  taken  under  delegations 
of  authority. 

10.  Applications  for  charters,  amendments  to 
charters,  bylaw  amendments,  mergers  as 
may  be  pending  at  that  time. 

RECESS:  10:15  a.m. 

TIME  AND  date:  10:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 
September  25, 1980. 

PLACE:  Seventh  floor  board  room,  1776  G 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  NCUSIF  recommended  guidelines  for 
internal  practices.  Closed  pursuant  to 
exemptions  (9)(B). 

2.  Administrative  Actions  under  Section 
120  and  207  of  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act. 
Closed  pursuant  to  exemptions  (8),  (9)(A)(ii) 
and  (10). 

3.  Proposed  Conversion.  Closed  pursuant  to 
exemptions  (8)  and  (9)(A)(ii). 

4.  Mergers.  Closed  pursuant  to  exemptions 

(8)  and  (9)(A)(ii). 

5.  Requests  from  federally  Credit  insured 
credit  unions  for  special  assistance  under 
Section  208  of  the  Federal  —  Union  Act. 
Closed  pursuant  to  exemptions  (8)  and 

(9) (A)(ii). 

6.  Personnel  Actions.  Closed  pursuant  to 
exemption  (6). 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Joan 
O’Neill,  program  Assistant. 

(8-1741-80  Filed  9-18-89: 9:21  am( 
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AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  publish  aH  This  is  a  voluntary  program.  (See  OFR  NOTICE 
documents  on  two  assigned  days  of  the  week  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976.) 

(Monday/Thursday  or  Tuesday/Friday). 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FRA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/FRA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/NHTSA 

LABOR 

DOT/NHTSA 

LABOR 

DOT/RSPA 

HHS/FDA 

DOT/RSPA 

HHS/FDA 

DOT/SLSDC 

DOT/SLSDC 

DOT/UMTA 

DOT/UMTA 

CSA 

CSA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  for  publication  on  a  day  that  will  be  a 
Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day  following  the  holiday. 
Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited. 

-  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program  Coordinator. 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service, 
General  Services  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408 


NOTE;  As  of  September  2,  1980,  documents  from 
the  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  will  no  longer  be 
assigned  to  the  Tuesday/Friday  publication 
schedule. 


REMINDERS 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission — 

56034  8-22-80  /  High  cost  natural  gas  produced  from  tight 

formations,  establishing  incentive  maximum  lawful  price 
ceiling 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

55202  8-19-80  /  FM  broadcast  station  in  Snowmass  Village, 
Colo.;  Table  of  assignments 

55203  8-19-80  /  TV  broadcast  station  in  LaGrande,  Oreg.;  Table 
of  assignments 

55203  8-19-60  /  TV  broadcast  station  in  Lexington,  Ky.;  Table  of 
assignments 

55204  8-19-80  /  TV  broadcast  station  in  San  Diego,  Calif.;  Table 
of  assignments 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 
56027  8-22-80  /  Loans  in  areas  having  special  flood  hazards; 

revision 

HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT 

Health  Care  Financing  Administration — 

56060  8-22-80  /  Medicare  program;  Reimbursement  for 

radiological  services  furnished  to  a  hospital  inpatient  by  a 
physician  in  the  field  of  radiology 
HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT  DEPARTMENT 
Community  Planning  and  Development;  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary — 

57120  8-27-80  /  Community  Development  Block  Grant  Program; 

Small  Cities 

Fair  Housing  and  Equal  Opportunity,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for — 

57102  8-26-80  /  Fair  housing  advertising  guidelines 

Federal  Housing  Commissioner — Office  of  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing 

56800  ’  8-26-80  /  Mutual  mortgage  insurance  and  insured  home 

improvement  loans:  condition  of  property — adjustment  for 
damage  or  neglect 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

National  Park  Service — 

56054  8-22-80  /  Lake  Mead  National  Recreation  Area,  Ariz.  and 

Nev.;  Alcoholic  beverages 
JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration — 

48881  7-22-80  /  Schedules  of  controlled  substances;  control  of 

bulk  dextropropoxyphene  (Nondosage  Forms)  in  Schedule 
II  as  an  opiate 

List  of  Public  Laws 

Last  Listing  September  19, 1980 

Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become  law  were  received  by  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today’s  List  of  Public 
Laws,. 
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Public  Laws 

This  is  the  second  cumulative  list  of  public  laws  for  the  second  session 
of  the  96th  Congress.  A  third  and  fineil  complete  list  will  be  published 
soon  after  the  end  of  the  second  session  of  the  96th  Congress. 


The  continuing  listing  of  public  laws  published  after  enactment  in  the 
“Reader  Aids”  section  of  the  Federal  Register  will  be  maintained  on  a 
current  basis.  Any  comments  may  be  addressed  to  the  Director.  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


Approval  Date 

Bill  No. 

Public  Law  No. 

U.S.  Statutes 
at  Large 

Subject  Matter 

Price 

Jan.  28 

H.J.Res.  478 

96-188 

94:3 

To  extend  by  sixty  days  the  expiration  date  of  the  Defense 

Production  Act  of  1950. 

$1.00 

Feb.  8 

H.R.  4320 

96-189 

94:4 

To  consent  to  the  amended  Bear  River  Compact  between  the  States 
of  Utah,  Idaho,  and  Wyoming. 

1.25 

Feb.  12 

S.  423 

96-190 

94:17 

Dispute  Resolution  Act. 

1.25 

Feb.  15 

H.R.  5176 

96-191 

94:27 

General  Accounting  Office  Personnel  Act  of  1980. 

1.00 

S.  1300 

96-192 

94:35 

International  Air  Transportation  Competition  Act  of  1979. 

1.25 

Feb.  18 

H.R.  2440 

96-193 

94:50 

Aviation  Safety  and  Noise  Abatement  Act  of  1979. 

1.25 

Feb.  21 

S.J.Res.  108 

96-194 

94:61 

To  validate  the  effectiveness  of  certain  plans  for  the  use  or 
distribution  of  funds  appropriated  to  pay  judgments  awarded  to 

Indian  tribes  or  groups. 

1.00 

Feb.  25 

S.  1452 

96-195 

94:63 

To  extend  the  provisions  of  title  XII  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 

1936,  relating  to  war  risk  insurance. 

1.00 

Feb,  28 

H.J.Res.  469 

96-196 

94:64 

Designating  February  19, 1980,  as  “Iwo  Jima  Commemoration  Day.” 

1.00 

H.J.Res.  477 

96-197 

94:65 

To  authorize  and  request  the  President  to  issue  a  proclamation 
honoring  the  memory  of  Walt  Disney  on  the  twenty-fifth  anniversary 
of  his  contribution  to  the  American  dream. 

1.00 

Mar.  5 

H.J.Res.  267 

96-198 

94:66 

To  provide  for  designation  of  Friday,  March  7, 1980,  as  “Teacher 

Day,  United  States  of  America”. 

1.00 

H.R.  3757 

96-199 

94:67 

To  establish  the  Channel  Islands  National  Park,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1.25 

Mar.  6 

S.J.Res.  109 

96-200 

94:78 

To  provide  for  the  designation  of  October  3,  1980,  as  “American 
Enterprise  Day”. 

1.00 

H.R.  6374 

96-201 

94:79 

To  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  present  on  behalf 
of  the  Congress  a  specially  struck  gold  medal  to  Ambassador 

Kenneth  Taylor. 

1.00 

Mar.  8 

S.J.Res.  43 

96-202 

94:80 

To  proclaim  March  21, 1980,  “National  Energy  Education  Day”. 

1.00 

Mar.  10 

S. 1850 

96-203 

94:81 

To  authorize  the  conveyance  of  lands  in  the  city  of  Hot  Springs, 
Arkansas. 

1.00 

Mar.  11 

H.J.Res.  434 

96-204 

94:83 

To  authorize  and  request  the  President  to  issue  a  proclamation 
designating  April  6  through  12, 1980,  “National  Medic  Alert  Week”. 

1.00 

Mar.  12 

H.R.  3756 

96-205 

94:84 

To  authorize  appropriations  for  certain  insular  areas  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.25 

Mar.  13 

S.J.Res.  149 

96-206 

94:93 

To  recognize  the  Honorable  Carl  Vinson  on  the  occasion  of  the 
christening  of  the  United  States  Ship  Carl  Vinson,  March  15, 1980. 

1.00 

H.J.Res.  493 

96-207 

94:94 

Providing  for  the  appointment  of  William  G.  Bowen  as  a  citizen 
regent  of  the  Board  of  Regents  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution. 

1.00 

H.J.Res.  494 

96-208 

94:95 

Providing  for  the  appointment  of  Carlisle  H.  Humelsine  as  a  citizen 
regent  of  the  Board  of  Regents  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution. 

1.00 

Mar.  14 

H.R.  4337 

96-209 

94:96 

To  provide  for  the  transfer  of  the  Foreign  Claims  Settlement 
Commission  of  the  United  States  to  the  United  States  Department  of 

1.00 

Justice  as  a  separate  agency  in  that  Department;  to  provide  for  the 
authority  and  responsibility  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  supply  to 
the  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission  certain  administrative 
support  services  without  altering  the  adjudicatory  independence  of 
the  Commission;  to  change  the  terms  of  office  and  method  of 
appointment  of  the  members  of  the  Commission;  and  for  other 
purposes. 
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Approval  Date 

Bill  No. 

Public  Law  No. 

U.S.  Statutes 
at  Large 

Subject  Matter 

Price 

Mar.  17 

H.R.  5913 

96-210 

94:100 

To  amend  section  502(a)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936. 

$1.00 

S.  1792 

96-211 

94:101 

To  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  present  on  behalf 
of  the  Congress  a  specialty  struck  gold  medal  to  Simon  Wiesenthal. 

1.00 

S.  643 

96-212 

94:102 

Refugee  Act  of  1980. 

1.50 

Mar.  18 

H.R.  3398 

96-213 

94:119 

Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1980. 

1.00 

Mar.  24 

S.  2225 

96-214 

94:122 

To  provide  that  receipts  from  certain  sales  of  items  by  the  Sergeant 
at  Arms  of  the  Senate  to  Senators  and  committees  and  offices  of 
the  Senate  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation  from  which  such 
items  were  purchased. 

1.00 

Mar.  25 

S.  1454 

96-215 

94:123 

To  authorize  the  voluntary  interservice  transfer  of  officers  between 
the  commissioned  corps  of  the  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  and  the  Armed  Forces,  to  authorize  advance 
payments  of  pay  and  allowances  to  officers  of  such  corps  under  the 
same  conditions  that  apply  to  advance  payments  to  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  to  provide  officers  of  such  corps  the  same 
unemployment  compensation  benefits  that  apply  to  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces. 

1.00 

Mar.  27 

S.  1682 

96-216 

94:125 

To  amend  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Slat.  539)(25  U.S.C.  415), 
as  amended,  to  authorize  a  ninety-nine-year  lease  for  the  Moses 
Allotment  Numbered  10,  Chelan  County,  Washington. 

1.00 

S.  2222 

96-217 

94:126 

To  extend  the  time  for  commencing  actions  on  behalf  of  an  Indian 
tribe,  band,  or  group,  or  on  behalf  of  an  individual  Indian  whose  land 
is  held  in  trust  or  restricted  status. 

1.00 

Mar.  28 

H.J.Res.  414 

96-218 

94:127 

Authorizing  the  President  to  proclaim  May  1 ,  1 980,  “National 

Bicycling  Day”. 

1.00 

H.J.Res.  514 

96-219 

94:128 

Making  additional  funds  available  by  transfer  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  September  30,  1980,  for  the  Federal  Trade  Commission. 

1.00 

Mar.  30 

S.  2269 

96-220 

94:129 

To  extend  the  Emergency  Agricultural  Credit  Adjustment  Act  of  1978, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

Mar.  31 

H.R.  4986 

96-221 

94:132 

Depository  Institutions  Deregulation  and  Monetary  Control  Act  of 

1980. 

3.00 

Apr.  1 

H.R.  2797 

96-222 

94:194 

Technical  Corrections  Act  of  1979. 

2.00 

Apr.  2 

H.R.  3919 

96-223 

94.229 

Crude  Oil  Windfall  Profit  Tax  Act  of  1980. 

3.25 

H.J.Res.  463 

96-224 

94:309 

Designating  the  week  of  October  5  through  October  11,  1980,  as 
“National  Diabetes  Week”. 

1.00 

Apr.  3 

H.J.Res.  520 

96-225 

94:310 

To  extend  by  sixty  days  the  expiration  date  of  the  Defense 

Production  Act  of  1950. 

1.00 

H.R.  24 

96-226 

94:311 

General  Accounting  Office  Act  of  1980. 

1.00 

H.R.  4996 

96-227 

94:317 

Paiute  Indian  Tribe  of  Utah  Restoration  Act 

1.00 

S.  1515 

96-228 

94:323. 

To  authorize  the  striking  of  Bicentennial  medals. 

1.00 

Apr.  7 

H.R.  2676 

96-229 

94:325 

Environmental  Research,  Developmerrt,  and  DemonstraSon 
Authorization  Act  of  1980. 

1.00 

Apr.  8 

H.R.  6585 

96-230 

94:329 

To  extend  the  reorganization  authority  of  the  President  under  chapter 

9  of  title  5. 

1.00 

S.J.Res.  131 

96-231 

94:330 

Designating  April  10,  1980,  as  “CRT  Centennial  Day”. 

1.00 

Apr.  10 

H.R.  5794 

96-232 

94:331 

to  designate  iiie  building  known  as  the  Federal  Building  in 

Evansville,  Indiana,  as  the  “Winfield  K.  Denton  Building”. 

1.00 

S.J.Res.  97 

96-233 

94:332 

Designating  April  13  through  April  19  as  “Days  of  Remembrance  of 
Victims  of  the  Holocaust”. 

1.00 

Apr.  11 

S.  2427 

96-234 

94:333 

To  encourage  greater  participation  in  the  farmer-held  reserve 
program  for  corn  and  wheat,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

Apr.  12 

H.R.  3824 

96-235 

94:335 

To  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Self-Government  and 

Governmental  Reorganization  Act  to  authorize  the  Council  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  delegate  its  authority  to  issue  revenue  bonds 
for  undertakings  in  the  area  of  housing  to  any  housing  finance 
agency  established  by  it  and  to  provide  that  payments  of  such  bonds 
may  be  made  without  further  approval. 

1.00 

Apr.  22 

H.R.  6029 

96-236 

94:336 

Providing  for  the  implementation  of  the  international  Sugar 

Agreement,  1977,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 
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Approval  Date 

Bill  No. 

Public  Law  No. 

U.S.  Statutes 
at  Large 

Subject  Matter 

Price 

Apr.  24 

H.J.Res.  474 

96-237 

94:338 

To  authorize  and  request  the  President  to  issue  a  proclamation 
designating  April  21  through  April  28, 1980,  as  “Jewish  Heritage 

Week”. 

$1.00 

H.R.  6464 

96-238 

94:339 

To  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  convey  to  the  Michigan 

Job  Development  Authority  the  lands  and  improvements  comprising 
the  Michigan  Army  Missile  Plant  in  Sterling  Heights,  Macomb  County. 
Michigan,  in  return  for  two  new  office  buildings  at  the  Detroit  Arsenal, 
Warren,  Michigan. 

1.00 

Apr.  30 

H.R.  7140 

96-239 

94:341 

To  amend  title  IV  of  the  Employee  Retirement  Income  Security  Act 
of  1974  to  postpone  for  two  months  the  date  on  which  the  Pension 
Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation  must  pay  benefits  under  terminated  . 
multiemployer  plans. 

1.00 

May  1 

H.J.Res.  541 

96-240 

94:342 

Making  additional  funds  available  by  transfer  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  September  30, 1980,  for  the  Federal  Trade  Commission. 

1.00 

May  3 

S.  2637 

96-241 

94:343 

To  ensure  that  the  compensation  and  other  emoluments  attached  to 
the  office  of  Secretary  of  State  are  those  which  were  in  effect 

January  1, 1977. 

1.00 

May  5 

H.R.  4197 

96-242 

94:344 

To  amend  the  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939  with  respect  to 
recycled  wool. 

1.00 

May  16 

H.J.Res.  546 

96-243 

94:345 

Making  an  urgent  appropriation  for  the  food  stamp  program  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  September  30, 1980,  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

1.00 

May  19 

H.R.  126 

96-244 

94:346 

To  permit  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  accept  privately  donated 
funds  and  to  expend  such  funds  on  property  on  the  National 

Register  of  Historic  Places. 

1.00 

May  21 

H.R.  5673 

96-245 

94:347 

To  authorize  the  use  of  certified  mail  for  the  transmission  or  service 
of  matter  which,  if  mailed,  is  required  by  certain  Federal  laws  to  be 
transmitted  or  served  by  registered  mail,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

May  23 

H.R.  6839 

96-246 

94:348 

To  authorize  appropriations  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of 

1973  to  carry  out  State  cooperative  programs  through  fiscal  year 

1982. 

1.00 

H.R.  10 

96-247 

94:349 

Civil  Rights  of  Institutionalized  Persons  Act. 

1.00 

H.R.  3928 

96-248 

94:355 

To  amend  the  Act  of  November  8,  1 978  (92  Stat.  3095),  to  designate 
certain  Cibola  National  Forest  lands  as  additions  to  the  Sandia 

Mountain  Wiiderness,  New  Mexico. 

1.00 

May  26 

S.  1309 

96-249 

94:357 

Food  Stamp  Act  Amendments  of  1980. 

1.25 

S.J.Res.  175 

96-250 

94:371 

To  extend  the  expiration  date  of  the  Defense  Production  Act  of 

1950. 

1.00 

S.  668 

96-251 

94:372 

To  permit  the  Cow  Creek  Band  of  the  Umpqua  Tribe  of  Indians  to  file 
with  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  any  claim  such  band  could 
have  filed  with  the  Indian  Claims  Commission  under  the  Act  of 

August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1049). 

1.00 

May  28 

H.R.  2313 

96-252 

94:374 

Federal  Trade  Commission  Improvements  Act  of  1980. 

1.50 

May  29 

S.  2648 

96-253 

94:398 

To  authorize  appropriations  for  the  Federal  Election  Commission  for 
fiscal  year  1981. 

1.00 

May  30 

S.  2253 

96-254 

94:399 

To  amend  the  Railroad  Revitalization  and  Regulatory  Reform  Act  of 
1976  to  authorize  additional  appropriations  for  the  Northeast  Corridor 
improvement  project  and  to  require  the  Secretary  of  Transportation 
to  begin  development  of  energy  efficient  rail  passenger  corridors,  to 
provide  for  the  protection  of  the  employees  of  the  Rock  Island 

Railroad,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.50 

H.R.  6615 

96-255 

94:420 

To  amend  the  National  Ocean  Pollution  Research  and  Development 
and  Monitoring  Planning  Act  of  1978  to  authorize  appropriations  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  such  Act  for  fiscal  years  1981  and  1982, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

H.R.  7471 

96-256 

94:421 

To  extend  the  present  public  debt  limit  through  June  5, 1980. 

1.00 

May  31 

H.R.  6081 

96-257 

94:422 

Special  Central  American  Assistance  Act  of  1979. 

1.00 

June  3 

H.R.  3807 

96-258 

94:425 

To  amend  subtitle  IV  of  title  49,  United  States  Code,  to  codify  recent 
law  and  improve  the  Code  without  substantive  change. 

1.00 

S.  662 

96-259 

94:429 

To  provide  for  increased  participation  by  the  United  States  in  the 
Inter-American  Development  Bank,  the  Asian  Development  Bank, 

1.00 

and  the  African  Development  Fund. 
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Approval  Date 

Bill  No. 

Public  Law  No. 

U.S.  Statutes 
at  Large 

Subject  Matter 

Price 

June  3 

H.R.  4088 

96-260 

94:435 

To  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to  sell  two  obsolete  vessels 
to  Coast  Line  Company  and  for  other  purposes. 

$1.00 

June  4 

H.J.Res.  554 

96-261 

94:436 

Making  an  appropriation  for  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  September  30, 1980. 

1.00 

June  5 

H.R.  4890 

96-262 

94:437 

To  authorize  appropriations  for  the  Commercial  Fisheries  Research 
and  Development  Act  of  1964  for  fiscal  years  1981, 1982,  and  1983. 

1.00 

June  6 

H.R.  3789 

96-263 

94:438 

To  amend  section  16(b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  providing  for  a  Great  Plains  conservation 
program. 

1.00 

H  R.  7428 

96-264 

94:439 

To  extend  the  present  public  debt  limit  through  June  30,  1980. 

1.00 

June  9 

H.R.  3236 

96-265 

94:441 

Social  Security  Disability  Amendments  of  1980. 

2.25 

H.J.Res.  445 

96-266 

94:482 

To  provide  for  designation  of  the  week  of  September  21-27, 1980,  as 
"National  Cystic  Fibrosis  Week”. 

1.00 

H.R.  6727 

96-267 

94:483 

To  establish  the  Bon  Secour  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

1.00 

June  13 

S.  1786 

96-268 

94:485 

To  amend  the  Act  of  October  15, 1966  (80  Stat.  953;  20  U.S.C.  65a), 
relating  to  the  National  Museum  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution,  so  as 
to  authorize  additional  appropriations  to  the  Smithsonian  Institution 
for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  said  Act. 

1.00 

S.  2517 

96-269 

94:486 

To  rename  certain  buildings  of  the  Library  of  Congress. 

1.00 

June  14 

S.  1658 

96-270 

94:487 

Asbestos  School  Hazard  Detection  and  Control  Act  of  1980. 

1.25 

June  16 

S.  2666 

96-271 

94:499 

To  authorize  appropriations  for  the  International  Natural  Rubber 
Agreement  for  fiscal  year  1981. 

1.00 

June  17 

H.R.  3434 

96-272 

94:500 

Adoption  Assistance  and  Child  Welfare  Act  of  1980. 

2.00 

H.R.  4453 

96-273 

94:536 

To  amend  the  Saccharin  Study  and  Labeling  Act  to  extend  to  June 

30, 1981,  the  ban  on  actions  by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  respecting  saccharin. 

1.00 

H.R.  2102 

96-274 

94:537 

Pertaining  to  the  inheritance  of  trust  or  restricted  land  on  the 

Standing  Rock  Sioux  Reservation,  North  Dakota  and  South  Dakota. 

1.00 

H.R.  6842 

96-275 

94:539 

To  protect  the  confidentiality  of  Shippers’  Export  Declarations,  and  to 
standardize  export  data  submission  and  disclosure  requirements. 

1.00 

H.R.  6285 

96-276 

94:541 

Egg  Research  and  Consumer  Information  Act  Amendments  of  1980. 

1.00 

H  R.  3979 

96-277 

94:544 

To  repeal  and  amend  certain  laws  regulating  trade  between  Indians 
and  certain  Federal  employees. 

1.00 

S.J.Res.  127 

96-278 

94:547 

To  authorize  and  request  the  President  to  proclaim  June  27, 1980, 
as  “Helen  Keller  Day”. 

1.00 

June  18 

H.J.Res.  442 

96-279 

94:549 

Designating  the  week  beginning  June  22, 1980,  as  "National  Athletic 
Boosters  Week”. 

1.00 

S.J.Res.  89 

96-280 

94:550 

Permitting  the  supply  of  additional  low  enriched  uranium  fuel  under 
international  agreements  for  cooperation  in  the  civil  uses  of  nuclear 
energy,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

June  19 

S.J.Res.  183 

96-281 

94:551 

Congratulating  the  Order  of  the  Sons  of  Italy  in  America  for  their 
seventy-fifth  anniversary  and  wishing  the  Order  of  the  Sons  of  Italy  in 
America  success  in  future  years  and  proclaiming  June  22, 1980,  as 
"National  Italian-American  Day”. 

1.00 

June  27 

H.J.Res.  521 

96-282 

94:552 

Making  additional  funds  available  by  transfer  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  September  30,  1980,  for  the  Selective  Service  System. 

1.00 

June  28 

H.R.  2759 

96-283 

94:553 

Deep  Seabed  Hard  Mineral  Resources  Act. 

2.00 

S.  2460 

96-284 

94:587 

Uniformed  Services  Health  Professionals  Special  Pay  Act  of  1980.  . 

1.00 

H.R.  6022 

96-285 

94:595 

To  establish  the  Tensas  River  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

1.00 

H.J.Res.  569 

96:286 

94:598 

To  provide  for  a  temporary  increase  in  the  public  debt  limit. 

1.00 

H.R.  5926 

96-287 

94:599 

To  establish  the  Biscayne  National  Park,  to  improve  the 
administration  of  the  Fort  Jefferson  National  Monument,  to  enlarge 
the  Valley  Forge  National  Historical  Park,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

H.R.  6169 

96-288 

94:603 

To  establish  the  Bogue  Chitto  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

1.00 

H.R.  6614 

96-289 

94:605 

To  authorize  appropriations  to  carry  out  the  national  sea  grant 
program  for  fiscal  years  1981, 1982,  and  1983,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1.00 

H.R.  4887 

96-290 

94:607 

To  authorize  appropriations  for  the  San  Francisco  Bay  National 

1.00 

Wildlife  Refuge,  and  for  other  purposes. 
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June  28 

H.R.  4889 

96-291 

94:608 

To  extend  the  authorization  period  for  the  Great  Dismal  Swamp 

National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

$1.00 

H.R.  5259 

96-292 

94:609 

To  name  a  certain  Federal  building  in  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico,  the 
“Joseph  M.  Montoya  Federal  Building  and  U.S.  Courthouse”. 

1.00 

June  30 

H.R.  7685 

96-293 

94:610 

To  amend  title  IV  of  the  Employee  Retirement  Income  Security  Act 
of  1974  to  postpone  for  one  month  the  date  on  which  the 
corporation  must  pay  benefits  under  terminated  multiemployer  plans. 

1.00 

S.  932 

96-294 

94:611 

Energy  Security  Act 

4.25 

S.  562 

96-295 

94:780 

To  authorize  appropriations  to  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  in 
accordance  with  section  261  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  and  section  305  of  the  Energy  Reorganization  Act  of 

1974,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.25 

July  1 

S.  2245 

96-296 

94:793 

Motor  Carrier  Act  of  1980. 

2.00 

S.J.Res.  119 

96-297 

94:827 

To  authorize  the  Vietnam  Veterans  Memorial  Fund,  Inc.,  to  establish 
a  memorial. 

1.00 

H.R.  7477 

96-298 

94:829 

To  amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  to  provide  a  three- 
month  extension  of  taxes  which  are  transferred  to  the  Airport  and 
Airway  Trust  Fund. 

1.00 

July  2 

S.J.Res.  115 

96-299 

94:830 

Designating  July  1980  as  “National  Porcelain  Art  Month”. 

1.00 

S.J.Res.  188 

96-300 

94:831 

Extending  the  reporting  date  of  the  National  Commission  on  Air 

Quality. 

1.00 

H.R.  5751 

96-301 

94:832 

To  more  adequately  protect  archeological  resources  in  southwestern 
Colorado. 

1.00 

S.  2698 

96-302 

94:833 

To  provide  authorizations  for  the  Small  Business  Administration,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

1.50 

July  3 

H.R.  5997 

96-303 

94:855 

To  provide  for  the  display  of  the  Code  of  Ethics  for  Government 

Sen/ice. 

1.00 

July  8 

H.R.  7542 

96-304 

94:857 

Supplemental  Appropriations  and  Rescission  Act,  1980. 

3.25 

S.  751 

96-305 

94:929 

Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian  Relocation  Amendments  Act  of  1980. 

1.00 

H.R.  7482 

96-306 

94:937 

To  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  present  on  behalf 
of  Congress  a  specially  struck  gold-plated  medal  to  the  United 

States  Summer  Olympic  Team  of  1980. 

1.00 

S.J.Res.  168 

96-307 

94:938 

Designating  July  18,  1980,  as  “National  POW-MIA  Recognition  Day”. 

1.00 

July  9 

S.  598 

96-308 

94:939 

Soft  Drink  Interbrand  Competition  Act. 

1.00 

S.  2546 

96-309 

94:940 

To  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  design  and  construct  a 
gunite  lining  on  certain  reaches  of  the  Bessemer  Ditch  in  the  vicinity 
of  Pueblo,  Colorado,  to  prevent  or  reduce  seepage  damage  on 
adjacent  properties,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

July  17 

H.R.  7474 

96-310 

94:941 

Ocean  Thermal  Energy  Conversion  Research,  Development,  and 
Demonstration  Act. 

1.00 

H.R.  7573 

96-311 

94:947 

To  provide  an'  extension  of  the  time  frame  for  nomination  of  a 
selection  pool  under  the  Cook  Inlet  land  exchange. 

1.00 

July  23 

S.  2009 

96-312 

94:948 

Central  Idaho  Wilderness  Act  of  1980. 

1.00 

July  25 

S.J.Res.  180 

96-313 

94:955 

To  provide  for  the  reappointment  of  William  A.  M.  Burden  as  a  citizen 
regent  of  the  Board  of  Regents  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution. 

1.00 

S.J.Res.  181 

96-314 

94:956 

To  provide  for  the  reappointment  of  Murray  Gell-Mann  as  a  citizen 
regent  of  the  Board  of  Regents  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution. 

1.00 

S.  2382 

96-315 

94:957 

To  provide  for  additional  authorization  for  appropriations  for  the 
*  Tinicum  National  Environmental  Center. 

1.00 

July  30 

S.  2240 

96-316 

94:960 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration  Authorization  Act 

1981. 

1.00 

July  31 

S.  1647 

96-317 

94:964 

Commission  on  Wartime  Relocation  and  Internment  of  Civilians  Act 

1.00 

Aug.  1 

S.  1466 

96-318 

94:968 

To  provide  for  the  distribution  of  certain  funds  appropriated  to  pay 
judgments  in  favor  of  the  Delaware  Tribe  of  Indians  and  the 
absentee  Delaware  Tribe  of  Western  Oklahoma  in  Indian  Claims 
Commission  dockets  27-A  and  241,  289,  and  27-B  and  338,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

1.00 

S.  2508 

96-319 

94:972 

To  provide  for  the  disposition  of  the  Gila  River  Pima-Maricopa  Indian 

1.00 

Community  judgment  funds  awarded  in  dockets  236-A,  236-B,  and 
236-E  before  the  Indian  Gaims  Commission  and  the  United  States 
Court  of  Gaims,  and  for  other  purposes. 
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Aug.  3 

S.  2492 

96-320 

94:974 

Ocean  Thermal  Energy  Conversion  Act  of  1980. 

$1.75 

Aug.  4 

S.  2995 

96-321 

94:1001 

To  allow  the  transfer  of  certain  funds  to  fund  the  heat  crisis  program. 

1.00 

H.R.  6666 

96-322 

94:1002 

To  revise  the  laws  relating  to  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve. 

1.25 

H.R.  5580 

96-323 

94:1016 

North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  Mutual  Support  Act  of  1979. 

1.00 

Aug.  8 

H.R.  1198 

96-324 

94:1020 

To  clarify  the  authority  to  establish  lines  of  demarcation  dividing  the 
high  seas  and  inland  waters. 

1.00 

H.R.  6613 

96-325 

94:1021 

Maritime  Labor  Agreements  Act  of  1980. 

1.00 

H.R.  827 

96-326 

94:1023 

To  establish  dispute  resolution  procedures  to  settle  disputes 
between  supervisors  and  the  United  States  Postal  Service. 

1.00 

S.1916 

96-327 

94:1026 

To  authorize  operations  by  the  Overseas  Private  Investment 

Corporation  (OPIC)  in  the  People’s  Republic  of  China. 

1.00 

H.R.  5748 

96-328 

94:1027 

To  amend  title  32,  United  States  Code,  to  modify  the  system  of 
accountability  and  responsibility  for  property  of  the  United  States 
issued  to  the  National  Guard. 

1.00 

Aug.  11 

H.R.  7786 

96-329 

94:1029 

To  amend  Public  Law  90-331  to  provide  for  personal  protection  of 
the  spouses  of  major  Presidential  and  Vice  Presidential  candidates 
during  the  120-day  period  before  a  general  Presidential  election. 

1.00 

Aug.  26 

H.R.  7102 

96-330 

94:1030 

Veterans’  Administration  Health-Care  Amendments  of  1980. 

1.50 

Aug.  28 

S.  1863 

96-331 

94:1055 

To  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to  charter  the  nuclear  ship 
Savannah  to  Patriots  Point  Development  Authority,  an  agency  of  the 
State  of  South  Carolina. 

1.00 

Aug.  29 

S.  1140 

96-332 

94:1057 

To  amend  title  III  of  the  Marine  Protection,  Research,  and 

Sanctuaries  Act  of  1972,  as  amended,  to  authorize  appropriations  for 
such  title  for  fiscal  years  1980  and  1981,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

S.  1730 

96-333 

94:1060 

To  declare  that  title  to  certain  lands  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico  are 
held  in  trust  by  the  United  States  for  the  Ramah  Band  of  the  Navajo 
Tribe. 

1.00 

H.J.  Res.  589 

96-334 

94:1061 

Providing  additional  program  authority  for  the  Export-Import  Bank. 

1.00 

Sept.  4 

H.R.  507 

96-335 

94:1062 

To  authorize  Federal  participation  in  stream  rectification,  Trinity  River 
Division  Central  Valley  project,  California,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

S.  496 

96-336 

94:1063 

To  increase  the  appropriations  ceiling  for  title  1  of  the  Colorado  River 
Basin  Salinity  Control  Act  (the  Act  of  June  24, 1974;  88  Stat.  266),  to 
increase  the  appropriations  authorization  for  the  Small  Reclamation 
Projects  Act  of  1956  (70  Stat.  1044),  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

S.J.  Res.  83 

96-337 

94:1066 

To  authorize  the  Camp  Fire  Girls  of  Cundys  Harbor,  Maine,  to  erect  a 
memorial  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

1.00 

S.  1998 

96-338 

94:1067 

To  provide  for  the  United  States  to  hold  in  trust  for  the  Tule  River 

Indian  Tribe  certain  public  domain  lands  formerly  removed  from  the 

Tule  River  Indian  Reservation. 

1.00 

S.  2549 

96-339 

94:1069 

To  authorize  appropriations  for  fiscal  years  1981,  1982,  and  1983  for 
the  Atlantic  Tunas  Convention  Act  of  1975,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

S.  2055 

96-340 

94:1072 

To  establish  a  reservation  for  the  Confederated  Tribes  of  Siletz 

Indians  of  Oregon. 

1.00 

Sept.  8 

H.R.  8010 

96-341 

94:1076 

To  amend  the  Comprehensive  Employment  and  Training  Act  to 
designate  a  Job  Corps  Center  as  the  “Earle  C.  Clements  Job  Corps 
Center”. 

1.00 

H.R.  6974 

96-342 

94:1077 

Department  of  Defense  Authorization  Act,  1981. 

2.25 

H.R.  5168 

96-343 

94:1123 

Military  Personnel  and  Compensation  Amendments  of  1 980. 

1.25 

S.  2680 

96-344 

94:1133 

To  improve  the  administration  of  the  Historic  Sites,  Buildings  and 
Antiquities  Act  of  1935  (49  Stat.  666). 

1.00 

H  R.  5892 

96-345 

94:1139 

Wind  Energy  Systems  Act  of  1980. 

1.25 

Sept.  10 

H.R.  7072 

96-346 

94:1148 

To  amend  sections  5702  and  5704  of  title  5,  United  States  .Code,  to 
increase  the  maximum  rates  for  per  diem  and  actual  subsistence 
expenses  and  mileage  allowances  of  Government  employees  on 
official  travel,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

Sept.  12 

H.R.  1781 

96-347 

94:1150 

To  amend  title  5,  United  States  Code,  to  provide  that  civilian  air  traffic 

1.00 

controllers  of  the  Department  of  Defense  shall  be  treated  the  same  as 
air  traffic  controllers  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  for  purposes 
of  retirement,  and  for  other  purposes. 
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Sept  12 

H.R.  1967 

96-348 

94:1152 

To  modify  the  boundary  of  the  White  River  National  Forest  in  the  State 
of  Colorado. 

St. 00 

S.  390 

96-349 

94:1154 

Antitrust  Procedural  Improvements  Act  of  1980. 

1.00 

Sept.  15 

H.R.  2538 

96-350 

94:1159 

To  facilitate  increased  enforcement  by  the  Coast  Guard  of  laws  relating 
to  the  importation  of  controlled  substances,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1.00 

H  R.  4627 

96-351 

94:1161 

To  authorize  the  enlistment  of  citizens  of  the  Northern  Mariana  Islands 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

1.00 

Now  available 


United  States 
Government 
Manual  1980-1981 

As  the  official  handbook  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  Manual  is  the  best  source  of  information 
on  the  activities,  functions,  organization,  and  princi¬ 
pal  officials  of  the  agencies  of  the  legislative,  judi¬ 
cial,  and  executive  branches.  It  also  includes 
information  on  quasi-official  agencies,  international 
organizations  in  which  the  United  States  partici¬ 
pates,  and  boards,  committees,  and  commissions. 

For  those  citizens  interested  in  where  to  go  and 
who  to  see  about  a  subject  of  particular  concern,  the 
Manual  provides  the  “Guide  to  Government  Infor¬ 
mation”  section,  a  reference  to  an  agency’s  state¬ 
ment  of  organization  in  the  Federal  Register  or  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  and  comprehensive  name, 
subject,  and  agency  indexes.  Particularly  helpful  is 
each  agency’s  “Sources  of  Information”  section, 
which  provides  addresses  and  telephone  numbers 
for  obtaining  specifics  on  consumer  activities,  con¬ 
tracts  and  grants,  employment,  publications  and 
films,  and  many  other  areas  of  citizen  interest. 

Of  significant  historical  interest  is  Appendix  A, 
which  describes  the  agencies  and  functions  of  the 
Federal  Government  abolished  or  transferred  subse¬ 
quent  to  March  4, 1933. 
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